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of an emergency, approximately 1,700
ships would be required from the operat-
ing merchant marine to carry the initial
lift of men and supplies. We have only
1,200 in operation or approximately 500
less than the defense requirement. The
1,200 ships in full operation are very im-
portant to us. As they become old and
need replacement, they keep our ship-
yards in operation and maintain the
“nucleus of shipbuilding skills so neces-
sary in each emergency. As they op-
erate, they keep alive and in efficient op~
eration the organizations to supply, to
repair, and to direct them as they move
in and out of the ports around the globe.
In an emergency, their officers and crews
divide to man the 2,000 ships in the laid-
up fleet, to give a few men with experi-
ence to each ship, and to train the inex-
perienced, seagoing personnel which is
added to operate the wartime merchant
marine. As new ships are built during
an emergency, they divide again to man
the new ships and train the ever-
increasing, inexperienced personnel.
Basic to the whole ability to mobilize
and expand is the merchant marine in
operation at the time that the emer-
gency occurs, and basic to that opera-
tion is the amount of cargo available to
American flag ships before the emer-
gency occurs. Foreign purchasers and
foreign nations direct the cargoes which
they control into ships of their own
choosing, and rarely, if ever, into Amer-
ican flag ships. If we are to have a
share in the cargoes which we control
in these programs of foreign aid, we
must do likewise with the cargoes which
we control. Until, if ever, the 1,700
ships which will be required by our De-
fense Establishment at the beginning of
some future emergency can maintain
themselves without assistance, some sys-
tem of providing cargoes for the ships
_that do operate will remain. essential.

We speak quite often as if the sales and
transfers of grain to foreign nations or
purchasers which come about through
aid which our Goverhment grants were
of special concern to the Department of
Agriculture, the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration or the farmers of America. It
is more accurate to realize that the
American farmer does not own the grain
which is beingtransferred andthathehas
already been paid for it on a parity basis
when he sold the grain to the Govern-
ment. The Government and all of the
taxpayers who support it have an equal
interest in the grain and in the programs
by which disposal of it is made. It is
equally true that the Government and
all of the taxpayers who support it own
the laid-up fleets from which the mer-
chant marine draws to expand, some-
times in peace and always during war.
If, however, we pursue the thought that
seems to prevail that the farmers have a
greater interest in the farm program and
the disposal of farm commodities to for-
eign nations, and that the merchant ma-
rine industry has a greater interest in
the Maritime Administration and the
ships which it controls, there is still some
basis for the interest of the Merchant
Marine Committee in the legislation
from other committecs which involves
the transportation of cargoes and of the
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Committee on Agriculture in the facili-
ties over which the Merchant Marine
Committee has some jurisdiction. It is
by no means a one-way street in which
the merchant marine is loading itself
upon some other activity.

Consider, for example, the storage of
grain in the vessels of the laid-up fleet.
Currently 338 of such vessels are loaded
with grain and an additional 106 vessels
are scheduled to be loaded, a total of 444
vessels. These represent a capital in-
vestment of $767 million. The postwar
sales price for these ships under the Ship
Sales Act would be approximately $242
million. A substantial capital asset
which is of peculiar concern to the mar-
chant marine industry is immobilized for
the purposes of the industry and made
available to the agricultural interest
without charge.

Each vessel stores an average of 228,-
000 bushels, or an average of 6,100 tons.
The annual storage value per vessel at
15 cents per bushel is $34,200. The cur-
rent annual storage value contributed by
the 444 vessels is $15.2 million. This
amount annually is the contribution
without reimbursement of the merchant
marine side of the Government to the
Commodity Credit Corporation and the
agricultural interest of the Government.

Good sense says that we should use
the unneeded ships of the laid-up fleet
for the storage of the grain which is not
moving. The ships are available and
they belong to the Government as does
the grain. Good sense says with equal
force that we should use the grain when
it ' moves to keep our operating ships in
operation. We need the defense poten-
tial as much as we need the other arms
of defense.

Actually, it does not cost much to use
American ships rather than foreign-flag
ships, not nearly as much as the saving
of storage charges contributes to the
agricultural inferests. Cargoes which
move in our regularly scheduled ships
take the same rates as they do in the
regularly scheduled foreign ships. Bulk
cargoes carried hy tramp ships move in
our ships at about 15 percent more than
foreign ships charge. The income faxes
generated by the use of the American
ships reimburse the Government by more
than the amount of the excess. These
taxes may not he reflected in the appro-
priations to or the computations of the
Department of Agriculture, but they do
show up in the Treasury of the United
States to the benefit of the taxpayers
who own the grain and who also own the
ships.

A JOINT COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN
INTELLIGENCE

(Mr. HIESTAND asked and was given
permission to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, I am
introducing a bill which would set up a
permanent congressional “watchdog”
system as recommended by the Hoover
Commission, to check the operation and
expenditures of our foreign intelligence
and especially the Central Intelligence
Agency. It is important that Congress
consider this matter immediately, for

Jury” Z1

the present situalion -x:sting in our
Central Intelligence Ag '‘rcy, the Com-
mission’s task force regp .ris, is unsatis-
factory. The Congress - -esponsible.

Certainly in this ag . undeclared
war when our very su:-ival might de-
pend on adeguate adv:iue warning of
enemy movements, bot: .eal and con-
templated, we can apy eciate the im-
portance of reliable i1 zelligence. We
must recognize the ::soonsibility of
Congress to make certa n that the citi-
zens of this couniry con depend upon
its principal intelligenc:: agency. The
story of American for.ign infelligence
has not been outstandir.;, and Congress
has recognized that if smerica does not
have the will and ing:unity to secure
needed informatioii, the . it leaves itself
wide open to a surpris¢ sttack such as
that on Pearl Harbor. .7.th the knowl-
edge that information nc -essary to antic-
ipate that attack actus’iy was available
to the Government, bui that there was
no system in existence to assure that
the information, proierly evaluated,
would be brought to the a:tention of the
proper authorities, Con. ress created the
Central Intelligence Ag.-ncy by the Na-
tlonal Security Acc of 141,

The Central Intelligi:u:e Agency re-
cently received its first thorough evalu-~
ation by an able Hoo.er Commission
Task Force, presided ov:r by Gen, Mark
W. Clark.

Although the task for 2 report was re-
assuring in that it did aot find reason
for alarm about the loy: !t of employees
in intelligence work, ma::y of its findings
are quite disturbinz, Sc<=: of these par-
ticularly bothered me, a ¢ led me to the
conclusion that a cong ~ssional watch-
dog committee is impor ant to carry out
our responsibility as ele:ted representa<
tives.

The task force says:

Effective intelligei.ce hz .
ingly necessary for our

secome increas-
retection against

-the propaganda, infiltratic z, and aggressive-

ness of the Communist lea.iers, By trial and
error, study, and skill, we have made prog-
ress; but we must not lab: r under any com-
placent delusions. There - :till much to be
done by our intelligence cc:n:nunity to bring
Its achievements up to a: :ncceptable level.

Now I do not know wh:tier this shocks
you as it does me. T: rae this means
one thing: Our intellige ¢ activities are
simply unacceptable. & ubversives have
penetrated into import:nt areas of our
society, and the task force says that our
security measures have vermitted the
collection of vital secret in this country
with relative ease. Ye:. -he task force
continues:

The information we nec-t, particularly for
our Armed Forces, is pot nuially available.
Success in this fleld -

Says the task force- -

depends on greater boldr.:s: at the policy
level, a willingness %0 acc 3 certain calcu-
lated political and diplom:ti- rigks, and full
use of technological capa!:liiies.

The report indicates :‘h:at diplomatic
timidity and protacol +hibitions have
serlously interfered with ii:telligence op-
erations. The task fore: ;ays:

It must be realized thai d.plomacy is not
an end In itself—
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Booth, of Anchorage, Alaska, and for other
purposes;

H.R.897. An act to provide preference
right to certain land in Alaska to Robert
Henry Soyk, of Kenai, Alaska, and for other
purposes;

H.R.902. An act to provide preference
right to certain land in Alaska to Patrick
Harold Johnson, of Anchor Point, Alaska, and
for other purposes;

. R.004. An act to provide preference
right to certain land in Alaska to Bert Ar-
thur Paraday, of Anchor Point, Alaska, and
for other purposes;

H.R.905. An act to provide preference
right to certain land in Alaska to Carl E.
Robinson, of Anchor Point, Alaska, and for
other purposes;

H.R.962. An act for the rellef of Maria
Louise Andretis;

H. R. 1044, An act for the relief of Teresa
Alice Townsend;

H. R.1155. An act for the relief of Solo-
mon Wiesel;

H.R. 1245. An act for the rellef of Mari-
anne Anita Zelinka;

H. R.1275. An act for the relief of Gennaro
Savarese;

H. R. 1333. An act for the rellef of Ebolya
Wolf; ’

H. R. 1463, An act for the rellef of Rudolfo
M. Gomez (Capaz);

H.R. 1538. An act for the relief of Jean
Isabel Hay Watts;

H.R.1540. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Joan Craig Newell; )

H.R. 1541, An act for the relief of Mrs.
Maria Dicran Simon;

H. R. 1549, An act for the relief of Salva-
cion Carbon;

H.R.1551. An act for the relief of Gual-
herto Estralla Alabastro, Pura.Zarco. Alabas-
tro, and Arlene Alabastro;

H.R.1648. An act for the relief of Sister
Luigia Pellegrino, Sister Angelina Nicastro,
and Sister Luigina Di Martino;

H.R.1661. An act for the relief of Kim
Dong Su:

H. R. 1693. An act for the relief.of Barbara
Knape;

H.R.1750. An act for the relief of Elena
Gigliotti;

H.R. 1801. An act to authorize the pur-
chase, sale, and exchange of certain Indian
lands on the Yakima Indian Reservation, and
for other purposes;

H.R. 1802. An act to authorize the leasing
of certain lands of the Yakima Tribe to the
State of Washington for historical and for
park purposes;

H.R, 1868. An act for the relief of Ernest
Tomasslch and Yoko Matsuo Tomassich;

H.R.1883. An act for the relief of
Margarete Gartner;

H. R.1929. An act for the relief of Eufemia
Bencich;

H. R. 1954. An act for the relief of Ingrid
Samson;

H. R.2073. An act for the relief of Bengt
Wikstam;

H.R.2274. An act for the relief of Ale-
jandro Florentino Munoz;

H.R.2353, An act for the relief of John
Odabashian, doctor of medicine;

H. R. 2406." An act to amend subsection (e}
of section 1 of title & of the District of
Columbia Revenue Act of 1937, as amended;

H. R.2495. An act for the relief of Antoni
Rajkowski;

H.R.2721.. An act for the relief of Mihal
Indig.

H.R.2724. An act for the relief of Miss
Elvirs Bortolin;

H.R.27566. An act for the relief of Frank
Scriver;

H.R.2911. An act for the relief of Max

Steinsapir:

H. R. 2925. An act for the rellef of Carmelo
Rodriguez Perez, also known as Carmelo
Rodriguez Fenald;

H.R.2028. An act for the rellef of Lazara
Camargo Bernoudy;

H. R.3071L. An act for the relief of Eleanor
Ramos;

H.R.3123. An act to modify the acts of
August 12, 1935 (40 Stat. 571, 584), May 15,
1936 (49 Stat. 1274), July 1, 1946 (60 Stat.
357), August 8, 1946 (60 Stat. ©23), and June
30, 1947 (61 Stat. 211), with respect to the
recoupment of certain public school con-
struction costs, and to amend the act of
August 17, 1950 (64 Stat. 45¢), relating to
the expenditure of funds for cooperating with
the public school board of Walker, Minn.;

H._R.3193. An act for the relief of Evelyn
Hary Waters;

H.R.3253. An act toc amend section § of
Public Law 874, 81st Congress, 50 a5 {0 proe
vide for the continued operatlon of certain
schiools on military installaticns;

H. R.3560. An act to provide for the relief
of certain members of the Army, Navy, and
Alr Force, and for other purposes;

H.R.3853. An act for the relief of Guada~
lupe Zuniga (also known as Benita Chapar-
rao-Venegas or Guadalupe Accsta);

H.R.3972. An act for the relief of An-
thonius Marinus Kronenburg;

H. R. 4225. An gsct authorizing the Admin-
istretor of Veterans' Affairs to convey certain
property of the United States to the city of
North Little Rock, Ark.;

H. R.4245. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Esther Rodriguez de Uribe;

H.R. 4387. An act to provide for the dis-
tribution of funds belonging to the members
of the Creek Nation of Indians, and for other
purposes;

H, R.4753. An act to amend subsection
(e) (1) of section 13A of the Subversive
Activities Control Act of 1950 to change from
2 years to 3 years the standard contained
therein with respect to the past afiilllations
of individuals conducting the management
of certain organizations;

H R.48%4. An act to repeal certain laws re-
lating to timber and stone on the public
dornain;

H R.4504. An act to extend the Renegotia-
tion Act of 1951 for 2 years;

H_R.5048. An act making appropriations

“for the Depariments of Labor, and Health,

Education, and Welfare, and related agencles,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and
for other purposes;

H. R.5539. An act to extend Jor a period of
2 years the privilege of free importation of
gifts from members of the Armed Forces of
the TInited States on duty abreoad;

H. R.6059. An act reiating to revislons of
the executive agreement concerning trade
and related meatters entered into by the Pres-
ident of the United States and the President
of the Philippines on July 4, 1048;

H. R. 6086. An act for the relief of certain
relatives of United States citlzens or law-
fully resident aliens:

H. R.6331. An'act authorizing the Territory
of Hawail, through its duly desiznated officers
and boards, to negotiate a compromise agree-
ment, exchange with, sell or leasze to the own-
ers of certain shorelands, certain tidelands,
both in the Territory of Hawail, and to make
covenants with such owners, in settlement of
certaln damage claims and for a conveyatice
of liztoral rights;

H.R. 6796. An act to provide for the con-
veyance to the city of Clarksburg, W. Va.,, of
certaln property which was donated for use
in connection with a veterans’ hospital, and
which is not being so used; and

H. J. Res. 266. Joint resolution providing
for an objective, thorough, and nationwide
analysis and reevaluation of the human arnd
economic problems of mental Iliness, and for
other purposes.

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the
following titles: ‘

‘Means,

July 21

S.350. An act for the relief of Siegfried
Rosenzwelg;

8. 614, An act fo amend the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949,
as amended, to authorize the Administrator
of General Services to donate certain prop-
erty to the American National Red Cross; and

8. 82¢. An act to authorize and direct the
Becretary of the Interior to convey certain
lands uorroneously conveyed to the United
States.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. O'BRIEN of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 3 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the
House, pursuant to its previous order,
adjourned until Monday, July 25, 1955,
at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
comunications were taken from the
Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1012. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis~
lation entitled “A bill for the relief of Mary
Viola Jones’; to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.
1013. A letter from the Commigsioner, Tm-
migration .and Naturalization Service,

United States Department of Justice, trans-
mitting; copies of orders granting the appli-
cations for permanent residence filed by the
subjects, pursuant to section 4 of the Dis-
placed Persons Act of 1948, as amended; to
the Committee on the Judiciary,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Undar clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. McMILLAN: Committee on the District
of Columbia. 8. 1289. An act to establish a
Domestic Relations Branch in the Munici-
pal Court for the District of Columbia, and
for other puposes; with amendment (Rept.
No. 1302). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole ‘Jouse on the State of the Union.

Mr. HOLMES: Coraniittee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 4579. A bill to amend the Tar-
iff Act of 1930 to repeal the duty on crude
silica; with amendment (Rept. No. 1303).
Referrel to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

‘Mr. {ARSTEN: Committee on Ways and
Means. H. R, 6293. A bill to amend the
‘Tariff Act of 1930 as it relates to unmanu-
factured mica and mica films and splittings;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1304). Referred
to the Commnittee of the Whole House on the
State o the Union.

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary.
8. 1077 An act to provide for settlement
of clalms for damages resulting from the
disaster which occurred at Texas City, Tex.,
on April 16 and 17, 1947, with amendment
(Rept. Ho. 1305). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Tnion.

Mr. JENKINS: Committee on Ways and
Means. H. R. 6886. A bill to amend the act
of Octoder 19, 1949, entitled “An act to assist
Btates in collecting sales and use taxes on
cigarettas”; without amendment (Rept. No.
1306). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. SADLAK: Committee on Ways and
H. R. 6999. A bill to amend sec-
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Tufted Textile Manufacturers Assoclation
represents 80- percent of the production of
tufted carpets and rugs, schedule 9, para-
graph 921; 90 percent of the production of
tufted bedspreads, schedule 9, paragraph 911
(a); and 98 percent of the production of
tufted robes, schedule 9, paragraph 919, in
the United States,

Tufted textiles originated in the north
Georgia area. Tufted textile preducts have
been made by machiné for about 20 years.
There now are approximately 250 factorles,
large and small, some integrated in part.
There are factories established now in 18
States of the Union and in 11 forelgn coun-
tries, to our knowledge. Hundreds of re-
quests are coming in from foreign countries
for more and more information on tufting
machines for making tufted products in for-
eign countries.

Modern ideas and Ingenulty of the north
Georgia machinists developed these tufting
msachines, which have a marked advantage
over weaving. The machines are only partly
patented (or only certain parts of the tufted
machines are patented), and there 1s no pro-
tection of these patents in foreign markets.
Some foreign countries are building these
machines today.

The last year's complete statistics on the
tufted - textile industry as reported by the
Bureau of the Census revealed the industry
used 135,060,000 pounds of cotton yarns and
gray goods in 1952, and other types of fiber
in the amount of 4,734,000 pounds, Accu-
rate figures for the first half of 1953, quoted
by the Bureau of the Census, plus prelimi-
nary figures given by the Bureau of the Cen=
gus for the last half of 19563, reveal the In-
dustry ¢ used approximately 152,842,000
pounds of cotton yarns ‘and gray goods last
year. This i1s 319,963 (478-pound net
weight) bales of cotton. To produce the
1int, estimated by the National Cotton Coun-
cil of America at 276 pounds per acre,
556,153 acres were required.

There has been a large increase in the use
of synthetic filbers and jute backing for car-
pets and rugs in this industry; however, we
do not have these figures at this time. The
Bureau of the Census is now securing these
statistics for the period July 1, 1958, through
June 30, 1954, and has been authorized to
secure the figures for the last 6 months of
1954, which figures are not available at this
time.

Tufting machines are capable of tufting
certaln types of bedspreads at the ratio of
10 to 1 over weaving, or tufting lineal yard-
age 40 to b4 inches wide for robes at a ratio
of 25 yards to 1 over weaving, and tufted
carpeting 12 to 15 feet wide at a ratio of
from. 10 to 15 to 1 over weaving, depending
on grade of product.

There are 25,000 production employees
working in the tufting factorles and tufted
finishing plants in the United States. It
takes aproximately 25,000 more production
employees to supply the industry with yar
gray goods, machinery, chemicals, and othér
vital materials necessary for manufacturing

- fufted products.’

The average hourly wage earnings in the
textile industry is $1.30. In the carpet and
rug industry, Government figures for average
hourly earnings are $1.73, We compare these
wage earnings In the United States to for-
eign countries’ wage earnings in the textile
world: Japan, 13.6 cents; Indla, 8.5 cents;
England, 40 cents; Germany, 81.7 cents per
hour.

Tufting machines made In Amerlca are
being exported to foreign countries. in in-
ereasing numbers. The production potential
of these machines, plus that of tufting ma-
chines manufactured in foreign countries,
pose & serious threat to American Industries

_ if the products of these machines turned out
by low-paid forelgn workers are allowed to
" enter tnto our domestic market and compete
with products produced in the United States.

We would emphsasize that the tufting ma-
chine was invented and perfected In the
United States; that its value in producing
certain consumer textile goods is recognized
throughout the world; and that the sharing
of American production knowledge and ex-
port of American tufting machines have been
of great value to foreign countries.

The tufted-textile industry is principally
that a converter. Cotton is the principal
fiber used in the industry—cotton raised in
the United States and spun by cotton mllls
in the United States. When you disturb, by
low teriffs the economic condition of this
industry, you affect the cotton mills and the
cotton growers, as well as all others in this
country who supply the industry.

The net profits on sales in the Industry
have already reached a peril polnt. To quote
Dun & Bradstreet’s publication, Behind the
Scenes of Business, 1952 editlon, "The 5-year
average, 19047-51: Net profits on net sales for
cotton goods converters, nonfactored, was
2.37 percent.”

Tufted products produced in foreign coun-
tries up to the present iime are inferlor In
quelity to American products. If introduced
into the American market, they would tend
to establish a low price bhase, which would
have an insldious effect upon the industry’s
entire price structure and would seriously
affect our domestic tufted industry.

When the basic price structure of retail
merchandising of given products in the coun-
try 1s -undermined, or there are depressed
prices, it 1s then felt in the wage structure
of an industry. There is then a lowering of
basic standards in the industry to the point
where the affected products in many cases
are discontinued in the retail merchants’
stores.

The tufted-textile industry is now a large
link in the economic structure of this coun-
try and a most vital segment in the overall
textile industry. Tufted-textile products
rank fourth in the use of cotton. In addi-
tion, it has played a major role in lifting the
living standard in the American homes of ail
means.

Tuited-textile products, principal market
is the United States. ‘The small amount of
export which is done is principally to Canada.
At one time the industry enjoyed a fair
amount of export business. However, with
foreign countries now establishing tufting
machinery in their factories and their pa-
tronizing of their home factorles, and be-
cause of import restrictions by most foreign
countries, there is practically no exporting
ot tufted products from this country, even
though ouf standards for tufted products
are far stiperior to those found in foreign
tutting plants.

'JOINT COMMITTEE ON INTELLI-
GENCE MATTERS

(Mr. ZABLOCKI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, in the
83d Congress, together with my colleague
the gentlewoman from New York [Mrs.
KeLLyl and several other of my col-
leagues, I sponsored a resolution pro-
viding for the creation of a Joint Com-
mittee on Intelligence Matters. ‘The
number of that measure was House
Concurrent Resolution 169. It provided
that the committee be composed of 9
Members of the Senate and 9 Members
of the House, the Members to be selected
by the presiding officers of the two
houses, and to be representative of bhoth
political parties. ‘That measure was in-
tended to bring the various intelligence
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activities of the executive by anch under
coordinated congressional seutiny.

Today I am reintroducing ‘hat resolu-
tion together with several d:stinguished
Members of this House. It is our hope
that other Members will shertly join us
in eosponsoring this measur:.

Mr. Speaker, the activities of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency an:i of related
intelligence services have b-en handled
from a congressional stan:ipoint in a’
piece-meal fashion. The in portance of
these activities to the naticnul security
demands at this time the c-eation of a
joint committee, which wiil keep the
Congress informed and bring these activ-
ities under coordinated, responsible con-
gressional serutiny. The proposed com-
mittee would operate in a mirner which
has been successfully ado:ted by the
Joint Committee on Atomi  ¥nergy.

Intelligence has develosed as an
activity of utmost imporiance since
World War II. The agencie in this field
are entitled to. a confinuou:, consistent
and stable relationship wi-h the Con-
gress. 'The membership 7 the Joint
Committee on Intelligen:e Matters,
which would be presumably drawn from
those charged with respcnsibility for
military and foreign policy matters,
would supply this importan. link in this
crucial area.

In recent years it has becc:me apparent
that the intelligence agencies activities
of the executive branch hsve been and
may in the future be subjecied to undue
interference by free-wheeling, congres-
sional investigating comm itees, which
consider themselves called upon to in«
quire into their operation: The pro-
posed Joint Committee or Intelligence
Matters would obviate the ::ecd for such
separate uncoordinated inv-stigations.

It is my sincere hope tha- ihe concur-
rent resolution, the text of which I shall
now read into the Recorr will receive
prompt and favorable consi-ieration from
this House:

Resolved by the House of i-epresentatives
(the Senate concurring), That ihere 1s hereby
established a Joint Commitice on Intelli-
gence Matters to be composec of 8 Members
of the Senate to be appointer by the Presi-
dent of the Senate, and 9 Members of the
House of Representatives to &> appolnted by
the Speaker of the House of Frpresentatives.
In each instance not more tian 5 Members
shall be members of the same pclitical party.

SeC. 2. The joint commiti«e shall make
continuing studies of the int-liigence activ-
ities and problems relating t the gathering
of intelligence affecting the n. tional security
and of its coordination and utilization by
the varlous departments, ag: ncies, and in-
strumentalities of the Gov-rnment. The
Central Intelligence Agency -nd related in-
telligence services shall keep :be joint com-
mittee fully snd currently informed with
respect to their activities. £11 bills, resolu-
tions, and other matters In the Senate or
the House of Representativis relating pri-
marily to the Central Intel!igency Agency
and related intelligence se vices shall be
referred to the joint commit #e. The mem-
bers Of the jolnt committée who are Mem-
bers of the Senate shall fro::i time to time
report to the Senate, and te members of
the joiht committee who sre Members of
the House of Representatives sball from time
to time report to the House, 1y bill or other-
wige, thetr recommendations w:th respect 1w
matters within the jurisdiet o1 of their re-
spective Houses which are il) referred to
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the Joint committee or (2) otherwlse within
the jurisdiction of the joint committee.

SEC. 3. Vacancles in the membership of
the joint committee shall not affect the
power of the remaining members to execute
the functions of the joint committee, and

. shall be filled in the same manner as in the

case of the original selection. The jolnt
committee: shall select & chairman and a
vice chairman from among its members.

SEC, 4. The joint committee, or any duly
authorized subcommittee thereof is author-
ized to hold such hearings, to sit and act
at such places and times, to require, by sub-
pena or otherwise, the attendance of such
witnesses and the production of such books,
papers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, to procure
such printing and binding, and to make
such expenditures as it deems advisable.
The cost of stenographiec services to report
such hearings shall not be in excess of 25
cents per hundred words.

SEeC. 5. The joint committee 1s empowered
to appoint such experts, consultants, tech-
nicians, and clerical and stenographic assist-
ants as it’ deems necessary and advisable,
The committee 13 authorized to utilize the
-services, information, facilities, and person-
nel of the' departments. and establshments
of the Government.

SEc. 6. The expenses of the polnt commit
tee, which shall not exceed $ per year,
shall be pald one-half from the contingent
fund of the Senate and one-half from the
contingent fund of the House of Represen-
tatives upon vouchers sighed by the chair-
man. Disbursements to pay such-expenses
shall be made by the Secretary of the Sen-
ate out of the contingent fund of the Sen-
ate, such contingent fund to be reimbursed
from the contingent fund of the House of
Representatives in the amount of one-half
of the disbursement so made.

Mrs. KELLY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, on July 20, 1953, with my dis-
tinguished colleagues [Mr. ZABLOCKI, of
‘Wisconsin, and Mr. Jupp, of Minnesota]
I introduced a House concurrent reso-
lution to establish a joint committee of
Congress to supervise 2all intelligence
activities. I have reintroduced this
measure today and I understand several
of my colleagues are also submitting it.

I was interested to note that a resolu-
tion similar to mine was introduced in
the Senate in 1954, and a slightly modi-
fied version of it is receiving extensive
sponsorship in this Congress. Cer-
tainly, Mr. Speaker, this points up the
importance of this measure and gives
rise to the hope that it will be enacted
in this session.

In 1947, the Central Intelligence
Ageney was created. It is responsible
to the National Seecurity Council only
and is not subject to supervision by the
legislative branch of the Government.
It is absolutely free from any check by
the Congress even to the control of its
expenditures, The need for secrecy in
our intellisence agencies is obvious, yet:
I feel that much of the abuse of the
Central Intellizence Ageney can be
avoided by the creation of a joint com-
mittee of Congress to supervise all in-
telligence activities along the lines of the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy.

The resolution T have introduced to-
day would establish a joint committee
composed of 9§ Members of the Senate to
be appointed by the President of the
Senate, and 9 Members of the House of
Representatives to be appointed by the
Speakerof the House. In each instance,

F o

no more than 5 members shall be mem-
bers of the same political party. The
resolution further provides that the
committee shall make continuing studies
of the intelligence activities and prob-
lems relating to the gathering of intelli-
gence affecting the nationsl security and
of its coordination and utilization by
the various departments and agencies of
the Government.

‘The House and the Senafe measures
differ only in the proposed composition
of the committee to be established. In
the House resolution the niembership of
the committee comprises 18 members
while in the Senate resolution only 12
would be appointed. The Senate reso=
Iution further specifies that the members
be selected from the Appropriations and
the Armed Services Committees of the
House and the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I feel this resolution
should receive a high priority for con-
sideration in -this session. During the
past year, President Eisenhower found
it necessary to create the Intelligence
Activities Task Force headed by Gen.
Mark Clark and a personal study con-
ducted by Gen. James Doolittle, to in-
vestigate the activities of the Central
Intelligence Agency. 'The findings of
both groups are secret. It is highly im-
portant that the Congress have a con-
tinuing check on this Agency and necege
sary changes in it should be promptly
written into legislation.

PROTECTION OF THE MEMBERS OF
CONGRESS

{Mr. BENTLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks,
and to include newspaper articles.)

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to associate myself with the remarks
already made by my good friend and
former fellow casualty - the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. Davis] regarding
the question of security in this House,
or the abselute lack of it so far as I am
concerned.

As you might know, I normally expect
when I go back to my State and district
to be asked, as T was last year several
times, what security measures have been
taken since the episode of last March ist.
I am asked if professional police have
been employed at the Capitol or just
what has been-done to protect the
membership.

I am forced to inform them that the
only additional protecticn furnished
since that time has been temporary
inclusion in the Capitol Police Force of
10 detectives on loan from the Metro-
politan Police of the District of Colum-~
bis, which has cost the District about
$30,000, and which has not been repaid.

I have to tell my constituents back
home when I am asked the question as
to what has been done since last March
that about the only changes we can see
in the House are that some of the bullet
holes have been patched up in the ceil-
ing. they have patched up the holes in,
the walls, and repaired some of the fur-
niture that was splintered; they have
made various changes like that, but so
far as improvement of security is con-
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cerned I have been unable to find any
of it.

I helped support last year, Mr. Speak-
er, a bill which passed this body, H. R.
9413, to establish s professional police
force, a bill which unfortunately did not
pass the other body. I sincerely hope
that legislation such as this, or that
about which my colleague from Tennes-
see has spoken, will be introduced in this
sessicn of Congress and will pass both
Housz=s as quickly as possible.

Th2 next strange lady who walks down
the aisle and asks for recognition from
the Chair may have some other intention
in her mind than simply making a
speech.

Mr, Speaker, we have heard state-
ments today about the propriety of re-
marks made by Members of one body of
this Congress relating to Members of the
other body. While the rules protect
against character assassination and
charceter assassing, yet we do not have
any rrotection against any other kind of
assassination as far as this House is
concernged.

[From the Washington Evening Star of

- January 15, 1955]
CAPITOL INSECURITY

The ease with which the woman In red
reached the rostrum of the House directs
attention anew to the inadequacy of the
present guard system at the Capitol. The
woman told reporters later that only a page
boy questioned her as she sought to enter
the Chamber. “I don't think they could
keep snybody out of there,” she commented.

It 108y be that the incident. would have
occurred even if the House had been pro-
tected by a trained police force. But the
fact i that the lax security system. still in
effect at the Capitol, despite last year’s shoot~
ing aifray, makes 1t relatively easy for un-
authorized persons to violate floor or gallery
rules, After the Puerto Rican attack on
House Members last March there were voci-
ferous demands on both sides of the Capitol
for a reorganization of the police force, start~
ing with the elimination of political patron-
age. But legislation to effect this urgent
reform died with the past session.

In ~he meantime the new Congress has
asked the Metropolitan Police Department
to detail 10 picked defectives daily to mssist
An protecting the Capitol. Chlef Murray can
il afford to lose the services of these men.
A similar speclal assignment cost the depart-
ment nearly $30,000 last year, for which no
repayrnent has been made to date. This
makeshift arrangement is unsatisfactory
from every standpoint. Congress ought to
forget patronage and reorganize the Capitol
Police Force on an efficient, merit-system
basis. Until that is done the legislators will
have ro one but themselves to blame. for lax
security.

[From the Washington Sunday Star of
January 18, 1955]
C2PITOL FORCE STILL PATRONAGE PLUM
(By Hector McLean)

Of Clongress it might be said: “Experience
13 a great teacher—hut not for long.”

Less than a year ago, on March 1, 1954, a
band of Puerto Rican terrorists stood up in
the House visitors’ gallery and turned it into
& shoobing gallery.

They sprayed the House Chamber with
automatic gunfire that cut down 5 Members
of Congress and drove others cringing to the
floor 4 Iring a crowded moment of voting.

Then it was over. The memory lingered on,
however, at least for those lawmakers who
literally stood under the guns that day.
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df available engineers reguires, too, that In--

dustrial and other employers recognize an
obligation to develop the full potential of
each engineer and to avoid waste of his
talents on nontechnical duties.

One aspect of this matter that I should
mention briefly is the heavy concentration
of our technical manpower on defense and
defense-related work. In the latter cate-
gory I include the atomic weapon and mili-
tary reactor work of the Atomic Energy
Commission, and the research work of the
National Advisory Commlitiee for Aeronau-

- ties in the aerodynamics and aircraft pro-
pulsion flelds. It is estimated that these
defense lines use about one-half of the total
research and development potential of the
country. ‘This is not to say that the results
of these programs are useful exclusively for
defense, as there are, of course, many by-
products of value to our civillan economy;
nor does it imply that the nondefense, half
of the total national research and develop-
ment effort is without benefit to defense
since, in the long-range sense, defense tech-
nology is founded, in large measure, on the
fundamental’ research in our. universities
and other similar institutlons, and on the
technology developed in our clvilian indus-
try.

)::Tn my judgment, this great concentra-
tion of our scientific and technological re-
sources on the problems of defense 1s not
only justified but neécessitated by the world
situation in which we find ourselves. To do
less would jJeopardize our position of tech-
nologleal superiority so essentlal to our
long-term security. On the other hand, to

- attempt to use directly on defense projects

a bigger proportion of our total potential

might be unwise as & long-term program,

particularly when one considers the inter-

dependence of the military and civilian
fields.

Atomic energy has been a Key tople of this
assembly. There is no doubt in my mind
that it deserves this kind of treatment.
Some here have been assoclated with the
program from its earliest beginning. One
might say we are just entering the third
ero—the first was research and crash mili-
tary development culminating in the Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki bombs; the second was
also dominated by the mlilitary require-
ments, cylminating in our 195¢ thermonu-

clear experiments; and the third or power’

reactor phase had its roots in the first two
but might be sald to have been ushered in
by the launching of the Nautilus a year ago.
Soveral significant things have happened
since. Congress passed the Cole-Hicken-
looper Atomic Energy Act last summer which
opened up the field for private enterprise
to. come in and develop it for the greater
good and welfare of the country. . In line
with the President’s leacdership, Congress
also made provisiod for sharing our very val-
uable power-reactor know-how and even
moderate amounts of nuclear materials with
other countries to make it possible for them
to ghare with us the great benefits of this
new technology. On Labor Day, the President,
by remote control, broke ground for the
first large commerclal powerplant, first in
this country, and so far as we know, first
of its size and kind in the® world. This, In
fact, 18 just one instance of the many ways
in which our Atomic Energy Commission
1s cooperating with private industry in this
field.

Looking to'the future, the Commission Is
spending an estimated $8.5 million a year
on, general reactor research and develop-
ment work and is well into a B-year civillan
power reactor development program estl~
mated to cost nearly $200 million. The pro-
gram calls for the building of flve power
reactors of as many different types,-which
were chosen to be the most promising for
eventually leading to economic power.

e
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While all of these are experfmental and
only one can be called large, they will serve
for a period of testing and opgration and as

the prototypes of large plaats where the

experimental results are sufficiently prom-
ising.

Nuclear power is also of great potential
military importance and. i addition to the
Nautilus there are half 4 dozen military
projects underway, notably|to apply nuclear
propulsion to aircraft, to jlarge naval ves-
sels as well as submerines,land to an Army
project for the development pf a semiportable

- powerplant for field use.

There is, of course, a cloje Interplay be-
tween this military project 4nd the general
reactor development

broad and progressive nationa
will, no doubt, have a very impdrtant impact
on the development of the ingustry, both
in this country and abroad, in tlys last half
of the 20th century.

One can hardly deal with the
nuclear power without raising a ba\jc ques-~
tion of national policy as to the prop lace
of the Government in this field. The e
tion is complicated by the fact that, for
and sufficient reasons, the Governme
rives at the present crossroads wit abso~
1ute monopoly in the field, and with national
security reasons for perpetuating some as-
pects of the monopoly., This poses a difficult
question, On the one hand it is apparent
that, if we really believe in free enterprise
and in getting the Government out of all
business activities except those that are nec-
essary in the public interest and that can-
not be properly performed by private enter-
prise, then the time certainly has come to
start getting the Government out of the
atomic power business. On the other hand,
there are plausible arguments that the peo-
ple’s money has been spent to develop the
art and to produce the fissionable or nuclear
fuel materials and that the Government
should therefore expluit and operate the
power plants for the people. Of course, the
hiteh in this argument is the hidden premlse
that Government operation of such power
systems would be in the best interest of the
people. I, at least, believe that 1t would

not and therefore I take great satisfaction

in the enactment by Congress of the Cole-
Hickenlooper Act which, while not proscrib-
ing GQovernment operatien, wisely provided
for an orderly transition to private owner-
ship and operation of nuclear-power facilities.
_In closing I should like to return to a
subject I touched on ir my opening remarks,
namely the organization of the engineering
profession. This subject has been worked
over on so many different occasions by so
many different groups and with such care
and competence that I offer my views with
some trepidation. Without further apology,
however, I suggest:

1. That the guiding principle should be to
serve the public welfare; and only to serve
the interests of groups of engineers, no
matter how large, to the extent that this is
incidental to serving the public welfare, I
believe this is In the enlightened self-interest
of the profession.

2. The Unity organization should have pro=
fesslonal standards of membership. Mem-
bership should be opén to all who meet such
standards, either directly or through mem-
bership in a constituent society. I feel that
State registration should not be a necessary
requirement, at least under present circum-
stances.

3. The Unity organiZation should be effec-
tive in developing the views of the profes-
sion; in developing policy tor the profession;
and in representing the profession In the
formulation of national policy. If this kKind
of effectiveness can only be achieved by in-
dividual dues-paylng membership then 1 am

- atomic energy, to supervise
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for such membership but t'.is hes never
seemed to me to be a paramo  ni considera-
tion. I am sure, however, th :t the federa-
tion conecept will only work :f there is a
sense of urgency in the men brr bodies to
meke it work.

It is tremendously hearten; :g to see this
enthuslastic assembly of repre ontatives, not
only of the constituent soc:siies of EJC
but also of many other ration: : 1nd regional
bodies with the common bond :f professional
interest in the engineering #:u. It is ob-
vious that great progre:s is :2ing made in
drawing the profession toge.her under a
Unity organization, and I pay 'ribute to the
meany leaders of the profession wio have con-
tributed to this end, inclu:irg the first
president of the expanded E:C. Mr. Pigott
on my right, and our chairma :, Dean Saville
on my left, is just em)urking on his
1s president

eciate more than I es tell you, the
tunity you have given n-e io take part
this historic first assemb'y.

Eyes on Intellige:c=

EXTENSION OF RE {ARKS

HON. VERA BUCHANAN

. ) OF PENNSY LVAI;I -
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRE ENTATIVES
Wednesdqy,. February 2, 1955

‘Mrs. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, un-
der leave to extend my re aarks, I wish
to include in the Recorr #n editorial
from the Pittsburgh Po -Gazette of
January 31, 1955.

The editorial calls atteni:on to a reso-
lution introduced,in the £-rate for the
creation of a Joint Commi tce on Intel-
ligence Matters. A resc ulion for a
similar purpose has been .airoduced in
this House, and I am ha; 5 to be one
of the cosponsors of it.

EYES ON INTELLIG! VCE

A resolution that deserves * ‘- early atten=-
tion of Congress has becn int: s¢uced by Sen-
ator MIKE MANSFIELD, ¢f Mon aan, on behalf
of a bipartisan group of 38 Jcnators. The
measure would create a jc a: 12-member
congressional committee, sin-iier to that on
‘e Central In-

telligence Agency.

Much of the activity of th
ligence Agency, llke that
Energy Commission, is secre
ject to routine scrutiny by
if the CIA iIs to be ultimatel

C'entral Intel-
+§ the Atomic
:nd not sub-
ongress. Yet
snswerable to

- the American people for wha' 1i does all over

the world, it should come ui:ier the regular
observation of elected officinl . It should be
subject to the system cf chec ¢ and balances
designed to prevend any one ¢ partment from
becoming too autocratic, ’

A committee of Senntors i Representa-
tives could facllitate the h:indiing of CIA
legislative business. Like th Joini Congres-
sional Committee on Atomic “nergy, it could,
when secrecy s essential, Be :r testimony in
executive session without i :e necessity of
repetition such as occurs hen two com-
mittees of Congress mitst de:? with the same
question. The proposed j-rt committee
would bring under systen 'tic review an
agency of Governmeni whi ", Lo its detri-
ment, now only attracts ¢c..gressional eyes
when some sensatlonal st :irion about.lt
is voiced.
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Total Defense or Total War

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. RICHARD BOLLING

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 2, 1955

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, on next
Monday, February 7, I expect to rein-
troduce my concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a study of the economics of
atomic defense by a joint committee of
the Congress. In the 83d Congress this
was House Concurrent Resolution 229.
In this connection there follows-a speech
I delivered at a luncheon of members of
the National Planning Association last
December:

ToTAL. DEFENSE OR ToTAL WAR

Today, I will attempt to ralse questions
not to answer them. But before doing even
that there must be some preliminaries.

In the first place, let us assume, and we
are supported by the excellent NPA study
of Gerhardt Colm, that the American econ-
omy can afford much larger expenditures
for total defense than those currently being
made or planned. “

Secondly,. let us assume that in 15 years
or less the Communist bloc will possess
large numbers of guided missiles with atomiec
and hydrogen warheads and speed of thou-
sands of miles an hour and that there will
be no effective way of preventing most of
such misslles from arriving in the vicinity
of their targets.

Today the United States still haa a lead
in’ the air-atomic armaments race. So-
called massive retaliation even now can force
stalemate in terms of the big war. How-
ever, we and our allies apparently have nei-
ther the programs nor the forces to prevent
the deterioration in our position in the Far
East which is so evident in Indochina,

There are many ways to lose freedom. It
need not disappear in & cataclysmic clap
of atomic thunder. It may. But its strength
‘may also be destroyed by the less dramatic
destruction of peoples, seduced or conguered
by more conventional tetalitarian tactics,

From one point of view, the point of view
of previous poorer performances, it may be
sald that the democracles have done well in
thelr efforts since 1846. From another point
of view, that of the future, it may be that we
have only done well enough to prolong a
process leading to an ultimate defeat. That
we have not yet arrived at the point where
defeat is inevitable is my conviction, I am
equally convinced that unless we do better
than we have in preparing our defenses our
defeat may soon become inevitable,

Some of ud belleve that one of the primary
reasons for that condition is the fact that we
have never succeeded In arriving at a bal-
anced and whole policy of advancing democ-
racy, or, If you insist, of defense against Com~
munist aggression. Today there must be not
a foreign policy, a defense policy and a do-
mestic policy, but one policy which includes
all these and.is the policy.

Most of us here will agree that our efforts
beyond our shores depend on & growing
domestic economy. Without an eflective
foreign poliey to maintain and strengthen
the coalltion’ of democratic peoples, an air-
atomic striking force twice as Iarge as neces-
sary would not save us. Without adeguate
strength in the more famillar weapons of
warfare there can be no effective policy to
prevent the gradual -destruction of the na-
tions which seek to practice democracy but
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are not yet In a position to defend their
sovereignty. Without the best In early
warning, continental air defense and rcivil
defense, an enemy is actually encouraged to
have hope of success in an all-out stab-to-
the-heart attack. :

There have been too many special pleaders,
t00 many over-simplifications, too many
exaggerations by the proponents of one cle-
ment or another of the whole defense we
need. No one method of deferise will stccaed
without the others. And we need not choose
fromn among necessaries because we think
we cannot afford all,

I! was with these points In mind that
ear’y last summer House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 229 which provides for a study by a spe-
clal joint committee of Congress into the
economics of atomic defense was introduced.

The details of the resolution are not too
important. It will be reintroduced, perhaps

with some modifications. But what it might

lead to could be very Important. It inay
even be that whether or not Congress acts
on it will prove to be the difference between
war and peace. You notice the use of the
word “may,” not some more positive word.
Frankly, no one knows whether effective dis-
persion of people and plants i practicable or
wise. I strongly suspect that it is. X even

‘suspect as I sald before that efective disper-

slon can tip the balance to peace. But I do
not know this for the simple reason that the
facts do not exist upon which to base an
intelligent decision.

Excellent studles have been made in this
area—once excellent but now largely out of
date because they were based on the ex-
istennce of A-bombs only. O:ne hears that
various top-level members of the adminis-
tration are studying the new problems raised
by ihe H-bomb. What they will come up
with I do not know. But I have the im-
pression that at least some of their minds
are frozen in the notlon that a balanced
budgzet 1s essential to our defense.

At any event, right now we do not have
the facts on which to base a cleclsion. Pre-
sumably if there were no limits to the
amount of money and effort we could expend
and if we did not care what happened to our
free society, the decislon to disperse effec-

‘tively would have been made and imple-

mented long ago. But since thiere are Umits
on our resources and our effort is directed to
strengthening & free soclety, there are pre-
liminary questions which must be answered
before we can intelligently answer the larger
question. .

But, you say, we do have a governmental
policy of dispersal, promulgated years ago.
Many plants have been dispersed. ¥ine, but
the indications are that the cholcest target
areas have actually grown more attractive.

Apparently, as one man moved out of an

area more than one moved in.  If one fac-
tory dispersed, larger ones did not. Our ef«
forts have not been adequate to achieve cur
purpose. The problem of concentration still
remains. .

Here are a few of the questions which must
be asked. If {oday much of our population
and industrial strength is concentrated in
70 urban areas, each a prize target for enerny
attack, how much safer can we make our-
selves by reducing our éoncentration by 100
percent? By 500 percent? How much more
effort would it take for an enemy to effec~
tively attack 250 urban sareas rather than
Just 70? Would the problems of our own
military defense be increased five times also?
What: would such & program do toward
making eivil defense sasler and more- effec-
tive? Or would dispersion in fact make civil
deferise harder? Or does the dreadful area
of radiation econtamination, which an
H-bomb explosion creates, make the whole
problem of civil defense impossible?
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Let us suppose the answers to all these
questions demonstrated that selective dis-
persioa would be very valuable as a defense
measure—as 8 measure of defense so effec-
tive a: to play a real part in deterring an
enemy, willing to use surprise attack, from
launching such an attack. Then we must
answe: the even more difficult questions of
how t> accomplish dispersion.

Whet would be the cost of this massive
task? How long would it take? Who would
pay for it? By what means? How could it
be accomplished without using the methods
of authoritarianism? In other words, how
could the people in a.society in which each
individual homeowner and entrepreneur has
and must have a large area of free choice, be
persuaded that it is in their interests to
participate in dispersal-——even at some in-
convenlience or perhaps personal or corporate
cost? And, of course, the people’s partici-
pation would include paying for dispersion
pbersonally or through-some level of govern-
ment.

Unless T am i{n error, well-founded an-
swers to most of these questions are not
available. In part, no doubt, because of the
swiftnass of events. We read that the last
hydrogen bomb greatly exceeded in yvield
even tae expectations of its inventors. It is
perhars not much of an exaggeration to say
that the age of fusion is as different from
the age of fission as the latter is from that
anclent day, 10 years ago, when 211 man had
was blackbusters. Our minds, our imagina-
tions lag behind. And {his lag, of course,
may b2 more fatal to mankind than radia-
tion.

Thete 1s no remson why we should not
have the answers to all the questions which
must he answered before we can decide the
big quiestion of the desirability and the
teasibility of dispersion. We do not have
them hecause too few of us have asked the
questicns and demanded answers. I believe
that w2 have the ingenuity to devise means
of encouraging the people in our mized
economy to disperse thelr homes and their
blaces of business without spending more
money than we can afford and without slg-
nificantly decreasing the number or char-
acter of our free choices. I believe that
dispersion can significantly decrease our
vulnerzbillty to surprise attack by making
the chances of success In such an attack
much ‘ess likely. But in this case, much
‘more than the bellef of a few is needed. We
must have facts and conclusions. It is not
that these facts are so difficult to obtain.
Rather we have not bothered to get them.
Certainly, it need not cost as much as even
one atomlc bomber toadetermine the an-
swers tO these questions and the others we
mneed to answer. Should the answers add up
%0 the conclusion that dispersion would not
be practicable or effective, that, in itself,
would be Important and valuable. But
should the studies reveal that dispersion can
be effective and that ways can be devised
to achieve effective dispersion without undue
strain elther on our economy or our insti-
tutions, then the cause of peace might be
advanced appreciably. :

In our ignorance there is no bliss,
dom caanot affopd such ignorance.

T care not at all whether these studles are
made by Congress, the Executive, or private
groups. I care only that we use to the full-
est thal great advantage which democracy
has over totalitarianism, its ability, at least
in greater measure, to malke decislons based
con fact; and to constantly seek for more
facts and more knowledge. Our discipline
13 that of self, We have nothing to be proud
of in the history of our attempt as a people
to pretend that first the A-bomb and now
the H-bomb do not exist. We must face the
facts, but first we must know them.

Free-

S
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BOOVER COMMISSION REPORT

(Mr. ZABLOCKT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the RECORD.)

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, the
Hoover Commission Report on Intelli-

. gence Activities of the Executive Branch
was submitted earlier today to the Con-
gress. I would like to say a few words
about this report.

The task force of the Hoover Commis-
sion, headed by Gen. Mark Clark and in-
cluding such distinguished men as Capt.
Eddie Rickenbacker, Adm. Richard L.
Connolly, Lt. Gov. Ernest F. Hollings, of
South Carolina, Dr. Donald S. Russell,
and Harry Kearns, spent § mongths inves-
tigating United States intelligence activ-
ities both at home and abroad. The re-
port submitted by this distinguished
group is both enlightening and encourag-
ing. It indicates that the task force has
found no valid ground for the suspicion
that our intelligence agencies are infest-
ed with security risks. The Commission
further reported that our Government
intelligence activities are led by sincere
and dedicated men, and that the person-
nel recruitment programs of the intelli-
gence agencies is reassuring.

The Commission did find, however,
that there are improvements which
should be made in this vital field. I be-
lieve that it is of particular significance
that the Commission recommended the
establishment of a “watchdog” commit-
tee to review and check the operations
and the expenditures of our nine major
intelligence agencies.

In this respect, the Commission’s rec-~
ommendations parallel and support the
proposal which I have been advocating
during the past 3 years—the proposal
embodied in House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 28, calling for the establishment
of a Joint Committee on Intelligence
Matters.

During the 1st session of the 83d Con-
gress, together with the gentlewoman
from New York [Mrs. KerLryl, I spon-
sored House Concurrent Resolution 169,
which called for the creation of such a
joint committee. I reintroduced this
proposal in the present Congress, and 1
was delighted when 19 other Members
joined in sponsoring similar resolutions.
This action demonstrated the growing
awareness of the dire need for closer
congressional review of our intelligence
activities.

As I pointed out on a number of other
occasions, our intelligence activities have
been handled from a congressional
standpoint in a piecemesal fashion. The
importance of these activities to our na-
tional security demands that they be
brought  under - responsible scrutiny.
The proposed Joint Committee on In-
telligence Matters would be an appro=
priate body to perform this vital task.

I was, indeed, pleased when I learned
that the Hoover Commission in effect
concurred in the sentiments which I
have been expressing for the past 3 years
by recommending the establishment of
a watchdog congressional committee to
oversee the administrative and financial
operations of our intelligence agencies.
I earnestly hope that this recommenda-
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tion will aid in securing early considera-
tion of House Concurrent Resolution 28
by the Rules Committee, or by some
other appropriate group. My efforts
will continue to be devoted to the attain-
ment of this end.

ANNOUNCEMENT

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr, Speak-
er, when rollcall No. 99 took place I
was unavoidably detained from the
House.. Had I been present I would have
voted “yea.”

TRADE AGREEMENT DETRIMENTS
MULTIPLY

(Mr. PHILBIN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the REecorp in two instances.)

Mr. PHILBIN. Mry. Speaker, every day
some new protest reaches me containing
concrete evidence of the unfair effects
upon segments of American industry of
the recent trade treaty agreements with
Japan at Geneva.

In my recent remarks relative to this
subject, I discussed principally the tex-
tile industry, but there are other indus-
tries in my district that will be pro-

foundly and adversely affected by this

latest example of under-the-table nego-
tiations and ill-considered concessions,
which our American representatives re-
cently were responsible for at Geneva.

I am particularly concerned also about

the direct effect upon certain branches
of the precision industry business since
under the mnew Japanese agreements
some of the competitive products of this
industry will be able to come into the
United States in larger volume and that
perhaps will have a devastating effect
on businesses located in my own district,
and on others throughout the Nation.

It has come to my attention, moreover,
that our State Department concluded
these negotiations and made these in-
credible concessions without substantial
consultation with the industries affected.
No reasonable person would construe
that a mere opportunity to submit views
in opposition to pending proposals on a
solely unilateral basis before the Com-
mittee on Reciprocity Information could
possibly fulfill the requirements for
hearing and consultation contemplated
by the Congress in legislation governing
trade treaties.

I do not have the slightest doubt that
the officials charged with negotiating
these treaties had full information con-
cerning the adverse effects upon the in-
dustries in question caused by imports
during the past few years. It is clear,
also, that the agency well knew that some
of these industries were trying to work
out a fair, equitable solution of their
problems with other Government agen-
cies charged with a degree of responsi-
bility in these matters.

It is my personal belief that, in enact-
ing this legislation, the Congress as-
sumed that its provisions would be com-
plied with in letter and in spirit and
that industries and parties, which would
be adversely affected by proposed tariff
rate decreases would have those oppor~
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tunities to present their view.s and objec-
tions, which are characte::siic of and
inherent in the due process ::iause of our
Constitution as affecting a-imini i

and quasi-judicial proceedi; The re-
quirements of this long-estoniished prin-
ciple is never complied 1 by mere
colorable pretenses and ges:iies. There

must be substantial and fui coportunity
given under law to agarieve § qarties, not
only to present their vievs und voice
their objections, but tn com st the views
and claims of opposing inierests.

From current informati.n. I do not
believe that this standard i:as been met
in laying the basis for the ivride conces=
sions made to Japan at Ceneva, and I
think that the action taken =¢ arbitrarily
and, in a sense, so furtivel , is not only
contrary to accepted princi;l-s of Amer-
ican political and judicial r:recedure, but
will cause damage and hav«e to some of
the industries which, as a 1=sult thereof,
will be forced to compete ag »inst the low,
sweatshop peonage-system siandards of
other nations.

These industries have a right to know
where they stand. They h :ve a right to
be heard, not colorably, ':tt honestly,
fairly, and fully. They hove a right to
present all their views. ‘:'hey have a
richt to contend against -he views of
other interested groups. ‘:a~y have the
right to be treated under A:nerican prin-
ciples of law and equity.

The American pecople a.e entitled to
an answer to the questio: s implicit in
this situation:

Will the views of bleedin- hearts, one-
worlders, and extreme int ‘rnationalists
dominate our governmen:.il policy re-
specting trade treaties?

Will hugh trusts and c.mbines, pos-
sessed of powerful secret :n:fluences in
political councils, represin-ing multi-
billion-dollar export indu-iries, be per-
mitted to secure overrid:n: favorable
consideration in trade-trraty matters
adverse to other business interests and
adverse to American wor -ers and ad-
verse to American standa d:; of living?

Will we have fair-trade :reaties predi-
cated on fair hearings thet will give
proper weight to our owr national in-
terests, or will we pursue e fantastic,
unsound program of ¢:veaway and
harmful concessions that :12 inevitably
bound to impair and weal #rr the Amer-
ican industrial structure and displace
millions of our faithful -vcrkers?

Will this program be op:-rated for the
interests of Americans o- for the in-
terests of foreign nations?

These are questions which the Amer-
ican people want answeresi, and I doubt
very much that our gr-at President
would ever take the position that they
should not be answered affirmatively,
in a way that would incicate strongly
that in word and deed, i thought, and
in action, he intends to :rotect Amer-
ican interests and American workers.

I admit that the positi:o of those of
us who oppose the objeci:ves, methods,
and techniques of the trode treaties as
presently operating is unrenviable and
exceedingly difficult. Th: (‘ongress has
just- passed another traie-treaty law.
The State Department >as just been
armed with a fresh mand:te. It is no-
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Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP71BOO364R000600030001-8



A[;proved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600030001-8

8146

table that the terms of the Japanese
agreements were not released until this
mandate had been received from the
Congress. Nevertheless, the organic law,
as recently adopted by Congress, we were
assured, contained safeguards to protect
American industry damaged or threat-
ened to be damaged by the operation
of any of these treaties. I hope that the
President will personally insist that these
protective provisions are carried out in
their entirety, and I most respectiully
urge that he give this question his able,
personal attention.

I do not speak in support of any nar-
row provincial point of view. Like most
Americans, I believe in trade with other
nations on a mutually and advantageous
basis. But I must protest again as
strongly as I possibly can against the
end result of the Japanese agreements
and the methods by which they were
consummated. If such disregard for
fundamental American bprineiples are
allowed to dominate this program, and
if such concessions as have been made
in this instance are extended to other
industries as well may be the case, I
hate to think of what will happen to
American industry, because in that event,
in not too distant future time, much
of it will be crippled and laid prostrate
by massive, cutthroat foreign competi-
tion which it cannet meet under any
conditions.

I earnestly hope that the President
and the Department will consider the
plight of these affected industries and
move before it is too late to apply
remedies and to extend them a helping
hand in keeping alive the prosperity of
their business, in protecting the em-
ployment of millions of Americans, who,
together with their families and ecom-
munities, are so gravely affected.

REVISE ICC RATES HARMING PORT
OF BOSTON

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I am

greatly disturbed about the decline of.

the business at the port of Boston in re-
lation to other ports on the eastern sea-
board.

Boston is a great historic and indus-
{rial city, the center of thriving business
enterprise and rich culture. It has
made incalculably valuable contribu-

tions throughout our national history, -

which are well known to all Members

of Congress and the American people'

and need no reiteration by me,

A prineipal reason for the decline in
the port of Boston, unfortunately, has
to do with the current inland rail rate
differential, which the ports of Baltimore
and Philadelphia have long enjoyed over
Boston to and from territory west of
Buffalo and Pittsburgh.

I am the last to want to raise sectional
gquestions on the fioor of this House, be-
cause I earnestly and honestly believe
in keeping all sections of the United
States prosperous and strong. In this
instance, however, it is clear to me, and
I believe it can be substantiated by the
facts, that grossly discriminatory rail~
way rates are in substantial measure re-
sponsible for the steady, alarming de-
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cline of Boston port business. 'These
rates are, not only diseriminatory, but
they are unfair and unjust since they
permit other cities o enjoy advantages
and to receive benefits that are not given
to Boston under the rulings of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission.

It is unfortunate that these condi-
tions were ever permitted to arise. Such
discriminatory rates never should have
been established in the first place. Now
that they are a definite reality, however,
and are inflicting such extersive damage
to the port of Boston, they should be im-
mediately revised so that rates between

Boston and other ports are equalized, as

they should be under sound, fair prinsi-
ples of law.

It may well be that at an early date,
this question will be presented again to
the Interstate Commerce Commission
and at that time I intend to make my
views known to that agency and urge
the elimination of ecurrent discrimina-
tory rates and the establishment of fair
rates that will put the port of Boston

on a parity with every other port on the

northeastern seaboard.

Boston is the great port of New Eng-
land. It is tied to the New England
ecoromy which in turn is tied to the
rich sources of raw materials and mar-
kets of other sections of the country.
Of Iate years our section has undergone

. marked industrial, social, and economic

changes which are still in process. For
complex reasons many of our industries
have moved to other States where lIower
labor and social standards and govern-
ment grants and subsidies have created
more favorable conditions. New Eng-
land and Massachusetts pay huge sums
in taxes to the Federal Government but
receive comparatively little in return by
way of special Government, grants.

There is a shifting of population and
redistribution of industry taking place
in Boston., Desire to relozate in the
periphery of the metropolitan-district or
even beyond it in smaller communities
removed from stagnating traffic con-
gestion and in the sunshine and fresh
air of less settled areas where property
costs and tax rates are more consonant
with the financial means of averase
families, has contributed to these shifis.

The 8t. Lawrence seaway now under
construction is expected to divert ad-
ditional heavy trafiic and business from
the port of Boston. In this event there
will be even greater urgericy for the
elimination of the current discrimina-
tory and baneful rate differential. In
the interest of our great port, I propose
to render every assistance in my power
to promote a just readjustment of the
rates in question when this matter is
pending before the ICC.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I

ask unanimous consent thai when the -

House adjourns today it adjourn to meet
tomorrow at 10 o’clock.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection o
the request of the gentleman from Mag-
sachusetts?

There was no objection,

June 29

NATIONAL OLYMPIC DAY

Mr. McCORMACK., Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent for the immedi-
ate consideration of the resolution (H. J.
Res. 359} to authorize the designation of
October 22, 1955, as National Olympic -
Day.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the recuest of the gentleman from Mas~
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

) The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: -

Whereas the XVIth Olympic games of the
modern era will be held in Melbourne, Aus-
tralia, Movember 22 to December 8, 1956, with
‘Winter Games to be held at Cortina d’Am-
pezzo, Italy, January 26 to February 5, 1956;
and

Whereas these games will afford an oppor~
tunity of bringing together young men and
women representing more than 70 nations, of
many races, creeds, and stations in life and
possessing various habits and customs, all
bound by the universal appeal of friendly
athletic competition, governed by rules of
gportsmanship and dedicated to the prin-
ciple that the important thing is for each
and every participant to do his very best to
win in i manner that will reflect credit upon
himself or herself, and the country repre-
sented; and

Wherzaas the peoples of the world in these
trying times require above all else occasions
for friendship and understanding, and among
the most {telling things which influence |
people of other countries are the acts of in-
dividuals and not those of governments; and

‘Wher:as experiences afforded by the Olym-
plec games make a unigue contribution to
common understanding and mutual respect
among all peoples; and

‘Whereas previous Olympic games have
proved vhat competitors and spectators alike
have been imbued with ideals of friendship,
chivalry, and comradeship and impressed
with the: fact that accomplishment is reward
In itsel; and

Whercas the United States Olymplie Asso-
‘ciatlan ‘s presently engaged in assuring max-
Imum support for the teams representing the
United States at Melbourne and Cortina
&’Amperzo; and

Whereas a day set aside by this Nation for
& rededication to the amateur ideal could
accomplish great good In encouraging good
will for these games: Therefcre be it

Resolved, etc., That the President of the
United jitates is anthorized and requested to
issue a proclamation designating the 22d of
October 1955 as National Olympic Day and
urging all citizens of our country to do alt
In their power to support the XVIth Olym-~
pic games and the Winter Games to be held
1n 1956, and to insure that the United States
will be fully and adequately represented In
these games.

The joint resolution was ordered to.
be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsxd(,r was laid on the
table,

BILL DESIGNED TO OFFSET DECLIN-
ING EMPLOYMENT

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr, Froop] is recognized
for 30 rainutes.

(Mr. FLOOD asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Control Over CIA Not Impractical

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES
Thursday, Maerch 8, 1956

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the REC-
orp, I wish to recommend to the atten-
tion of the membership of this body an
editorial which appeared in the Mil-
waukee Journal on March 6, 1956, en-
titled ‘‘Some Congressional Control Over
CIA Is Not Impractical.”

During the last 3 years, I have eX-
erted repeated efforts on behalf of the
proposal to establish a Joint Committee
on Intellizence Matters. Ihave first out-
lined my proposal on this subject, in
House Concurrent EResolution 169, 83d
Congress and reintroduced it, in an
amended version, in House Concurrent
Resolution 28, 84th Congress, together
with over a score ot my distinguished
colleagues.

It is my sincere hope that the House
Rules Committee will report House Con-
current Resolution 28 in the near future,

SoME CONGRESSIONAL CoNTROL QVER CIA Is
NOT IMPRACKICAL \

For several years there has been a ragh of
recolutions in Congress calling for an agency
to watch over the <Central Intelligence
Agency, our top cloak and dagger corps.

The second Hoover Commission called for
the same thing. It sugrested that a small,
permanent commission composed of a bipar-
tisan representetion from Congress and dis-
tinguished private citizens handle the job.

President Eisenhower nas gone haliway,
“Te recently named 8 civilian commission in
the executlve branch to serve as watchdog
and report to him. But he has shied away
from letting Congress in on the act. This
hasn’t stilled demands that Congress take a
hand in watching an agency for which it ap-
propriates money. Senator MANSFIELD, Dem-~
ocrat, Montana, has come up with a bill to
create a joint commitiee of both Houses of
Congress to work with the CIA. The Senate
Rules Committee has agreed to congressional
action on the bill and i has attracted a large
measure of support.

The Hoover Commission pointed out that
the CIA, because it needs a large degree of
secrecy to operate, is exempted by law from
rules that control other Government agen-
cies. For instance, the General Services Ad-
ministration, the (Government’s housekeeper,
has no control over CiA at ail. CIA 1s ex-
empted ‘“from compiiance with any provision
of law limiting transiers of appropriations;
any requirements jor publication or disclo-
sure of the organtzation, trunctions, names,
official titles, sularies; or numbers of person=
nel employed by the agency; and any regula-
tions relating to the expenditure of Govs
ernment funds.”

Such exemptions are, by and large, proper.
The Atomic Energv Commission has similar
exemptions. But Congress does have to ap-
propriate funds ror the CILA, It created the

A2201
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‘oo ncy and set 1ts scope of activitles. Surely
#oeone inn Congress should be glven at
=t peek enough to make sure that < IA is
ating efficiency and properly. This is
wriicularly true because of criticisme~-some
i the Hoover Commission itself—of some

. omins in CIA,
AECT. which heards secrets, too. has a
Junlh Congregsional Committee whish  is
w0 enourh of a pleture to judze whzther
srganiratich 18 handlng Goverr ment
Tenvis properly.  The Jolnt Committes has
d exceedingly well, and without weak-
national security. The same sort of
nittee could do the same scrt of jub for
It wouldn't have to be told «verys

i f——and -houldn’t.
4315 Congress ought to be sbie 0 dete mine
‘wanther the dagger is being kert shar and
L cloak 1 kept cleaned and pressed and
3 izoned. 1%'s basic that Conpress, witkt con-
“oi of the purse, must get enough informa-
3 to mak? an informed judgment or. how

¢ 3 uurse is »xpended.
fiat’s all MaNsFIELD and otters want- -and

1t 3 little encugh to ask.

Bl T —

Arzerican-Flag Airlines
EXTENSION OF REMARIIS

CF

HON. DeWITT S. HYDE

OF MARYLAND
H THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, March 12, 1956

Wr. HYCE. Mr. Speaker, last week
tin: Denver Chamber of Commerce was
rr.vileged t) hear an address by a ~on-
siduent, W:llis Plaver, of Chevy Chase,
vive president of Air Transport Assccia-
tiorn. I was privileged to receive a «opy

I Mir. Player’s talk and after reading
it T found rayself immensely. impressed
wi h the legic which he so eloque:stly
exrossed.

-4r. Player s greatly concerned over

the: future of United States-flaz interna-
ticnal earriers who are faced with nun-
belizvable odds in their competition with
fereizn airlines.
i« you-krow, our foreien eompetiors
ar: zimost entirely owned by their ov-
errments. They are highly subsid:zed
anl pay saiary scales one-third lower
thon our hirh rate of pay in the air'ine -
industry—from pilot eaptains right down
tc he apprentice mechanic, They tind
thiomselves :n the remarkable position
of receiving from our Gcevarnment in
cormensatory mail pay more than cur
G:ernment pays our own. carriers for
exactly the same service.

Iz Speakoar, under leave to extend my
rerravks, I present the attached excerpt
fron Willis Plaver’s speeck.:

112 second condition invoalves the eon-
try’. importaat internationa. air services,
ani tlie condition is this: The Federal Gove
criunent should ecive American-flagy airlines
ireaunent at least equal to that accorded by
ous awn Government to foreiga-Bag airlines.

i s dmericar-rlaz alrline management that
I tzow of th.nks that foreiga-flag airlies
siotld not be welcomed to the United States.
The toreign-flag airlines of thae free world
are vonortant elements Ia freedom’s todal
witr i, Bue the conduct, 1f not the écne
“CjL of our international air policy seems,
0 miany close observers, to verge on ba: <-
runicy. It shwild be poss:ble to reestabl «h
@ prychology in which we are as eagsar tc

a5k ‘or rights as to grant them,
s g ML VTR R O NG R B
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MOLYBDENUM PRICE ROLLBACK
ANOTHER L.B.J. ANTI-INFLATION
VICTORY

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, once
again the administration has demon-
strated that it is fighting inflation hard
and well,

This morning’s newspapers announced
that the Johnson administration has
succeeeded in forcing the cancellation
of a 5-percent increase in the price of
molybdenum that had been announced
6 days ago.

Such a price increase could have been
a crucial factor in shoving prices up
generally, across the board. For some
kinds of high quality steel the molyb-
denum increase could have added up to
$18 per ton.

Other types of steel also would have
been pushed up in price and of course
with the bellwesher steel prices increases,
the whole structure of,our industrial
pricing would move up. The admini-
stration stopped that cold. .

The management of American Metals
Climax—by far the largest molybdenum
producer made that clear in the an-
nouncement that the administration had
persuaded them not to raise prices after
all.

And Mr. President, this price increase
should have been rescinded. Economic
council chairman Gardner Ackley called
the proposed price increase unconscion-
able. Profits of American Metals Climax
related to stockholders equity have been

well above the average of industry in.

the country.

Profits of the molybdenum -division of
American Metal Climax are more than
twice as high as American industry-—and
this of course Is without any price in-
crease. :

Mr. President, this tough, fast, effec-
tlve action of the administration will
not make big industry throw their hats
in the air. Of course the administra-
tlon’s vigor in holding down prices will
be unpopular with much of industry.

But 1t should be mighty popular with
the rest of the country—-if only the con=-
sumers in the country would take notice
of what the administration has done and
recognize its significance.

Mr. President, the leveling off of pro-
duction growth, the reduced volume of
new orders, the increase in unemploy-
ment since it hit its low several months
ago at 3.7 percent and since has risen to
4 percent, the enorimous increase in plant
capacity In the past 3 years and the
huge influx into the labor force, plus the
immense upgrading of the skills of that
labor force, all suggest that excessive
demand is unlikely to cause prices to
rise from now on.

But, Mr. President, this doesn't mean
that the inflation th¥eat is over. Far
from it.. What happened in molybde-
num—or threatened to happen before
the administration stepped in could very
- easily happen in the rest of industry
without a vigorous, alert administration
willing to take action, powerful interests
don’t like. i .

And there is every possible danger that
the wage price guidelines may be 50 gen-
erally and- substantially breached—that

age increases might shove prices up.

To enforce-—or o try to persuade labor
to continue to live by those guidelines—
is a hard, unpopular business.

But this is just what the administra-
tion is trying to do in precisely such
cases as the molybdenum story that the
newspapers reported today.

Prices may rise sharply this year as
they did from 1957 to 1960 in the face
of rising unemployment and falling de-
mand. How can this happen? It can
and without tough administration ac-
tion certainly will happen because of
the ability of both:labor unions and big
business to shove prices or wages or both
up simply through superior bargaining
power.

And finally, Mr. President—and I
might say most important-—we should
recognize that this molybdenum story
is just part of a long fight that started
in the Kennedy administration in 1961.
When President Kennedy persuaded the
United Steel workers to hold down their
wage demands. When big steel later
broke the agreement and proposed a $6
a ton increase in steel prices, the Presi-
dent made his histeric and winning fight
to keep prices down.

Several times subsequently steel prices
were held down. The auto agreements
a few years later in the Johnson admin-
istration were held close to the gulde-
lines and auto prices were kept down.
Copper and aluminum companies agreed
to rescind announced price Increases
after Johnson administration warnings
and the announcement of stockpile sales.

Just this week we acted on a govern-
ment pay raise—within the guidelines—
as a noninflationary example to the
country.

Mr. President, this fight by the John-

son administration against inflation is

far too little noted. For the last 5

years—for the first time in American

history, we have a national administra-
tion that is effectively fightlng to keep
prices down.

The good news on molybdenum today
is a fine example of that struggle.

I ask unanimous consent that the ar-
ticle from the New. York Times to which
I have referred be printed in the Recorp
at this point.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

GOVERNMENT WINS A PrRICE ROLLBACK FOR
MoLYBDENUM—TOP PRODUCER ANNOUNCES
RESCISSION OF A 5-PERCENT RIise Mape 6
Davys BEFORE—LABOR PACTS A FACTOR—
EXPIRING TUNION ACCORDS AND STRONG
CORPORATE PROFITE ARE CONSIDERED BY
UNITED STATES

(By Bileen Shanahan)

WasHINGTON, July 13.—The Administra-
tion succeeded today in forcing the cancella-~
tion of a 5 per cent price increase on molyb-
denum announced six days ago.

As the price recision was announced in
New York by American Metal Climax, Inc

the largest producer of molybdenum, Gov/

ernment officials here disclosed their basic
motive for applyingz pressure on the com-
pany for the rollback.

They wanted to demonstrate to unions,
as much as to management, that the Ad-
ministration’s anti-inflationary wage-price
guidelines are not a dead ietter.

The announcement came after the close
of trading on the New York Stock Exchange
and therefore had no impact on the market,
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In deciding to make the : =tompt to force
the first outright pricn rolli. :cx since Janu-
ary, the Government had its: eve on the air-
lines mechanics’ strike and ¢ . ‘he many ma-
jor labor contracts that e nire next year,
officials sald.

The direct inflationary ‘9 pact of the
molybdenum price increase "-a. also a major

. Tactor, officials stressed. .TL ;. uuid the price
rise, announced on Friday, cc :1'i add as much
as $18 a ton to certain hirn-guality steels
used in tool-making, which require the use
of considerable molybdenurr

STAINLESS S7&EL Ti

For stainless steel, in whic}
quantitics of molybdenum ¢
rect additional cost would be
a ton, they said.

In addition, officlals we::
make an issue of the molyi
because of the unusnally
American Metal Climax, they
pany’s earnings amounted t
stockholder’s equity fast v.a, and In its
molybdenum division have x:eeded 30 per
cent, officials said. These fyi1res compared
with an average of 13 per ce: i for all manu-~
facturing corporations.

Even the Administration’s -onsideration of
the company’s profits was iccused in the
context of future union d:-aands for big
wage Increases, however, offiv-a's indleated.

They foresee large union d o ands over the
next 12 months or so, partly because indus-
try profits generally are higi:. The striking
airline mechanics, for exam; ie have repeat-
edly emphasized the “unpr 2>-dented pros-
perity” of the airlines.

Among the major labor co:tiacts that will
have to be negotiated in the n:-xt 12 months
are those in the electrical eq :ioment, truck-
ing and rubber industries. £.io Industry la-
bor contracts expire next fi 1. There have
been aimost no major unie: contracts that
have expired this year.

The Government’'s pressu -2 on American
Metal Climax to rescind th - orice increase
began, so far as the public ‘'nasw, on Satur-
day, when Gardner Ackley, ¢ hiirman of the
Presldent’s Council of Eec :omic Advisers,
issued a statement denounc: g the increase.

The statement was receive.i with conslider-
able surprise in industry c}:~lss, because it
had appeared that the Adr .iristration had
abandoned all attempis to 2ce businesses
to lower prices once they he ! “een raised.

Rollbacks were forced on tnhe aluminum
and copper industries last £ il and a partial
rollback on the price of st:-iciural steel in
January.

Thereafter, while Admin :t-ation figures
publicly criticlzed certain y:ice Increases—
on clgarettes, for example, ti sre appeared to
be no real attempts to fo o reversals of
price increases that had al-endy been an-
nounced.

Secretary of Commerce o»ln T. Connor
sald fiatly at a press conferc e~ in May that
there would be no more “p:ibiic confronta-
tions” between the Governm: 2. and business
over price Increases, althous1 the Adminis-
tration would continue to ¢ :e-t quiet pres-
sure to prevent or moderate o.-ice increases.

Some increases were, in f of. held to less
than the manufacturer ori: irally planned,
on newsprint, for exainple, .n.l shoes, after
conference with Administra 7 officlals.

30T
r-latively small
e used, the di-
wound B0 cents

motivated to
ienum lncrease
ajoh profits of
seid, The com-
- =7 per cent of

CIA FOREIGN REI 1 TIONS
RESOLUTIC 1

Mr. TOWER. Mr. Pres icnt, the For-
eign Relations Committe: l.as reported
out a resolution aimed a' r:placing the
present review operatior . of Congress
over the CIA and oth:r intelligence
agencies with a formal ‘tmmittee on
Intelligence Operaiins.” ) o
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Congressional oversight of the Central
Intelligence Agency and other agencies
of similar purpose-—such. as the Defense
Intelligence Agency, Bureau of Intelli-
gence and Research of the Department
of State, and others—would rest with
a formal nine-member Commission, com-
posed of three members each of the
Armed Services, Foreigh Relations, and
Appropriations Committees. At the
present time, oversight of such opera-
tions rests. with several Members ap-
pointed by the Armed Services and
Appropriations Committees.

Mr. President, such oversisht has
rested with the Armed Services Com-
mittee since the creation of the CIA,
There has been no challenge to the func-
tions of the Armed Services Committee
in this regard, and I might say that I
know of no reason to suppose that the
arrangement is not proving viable and
effective, as, indeed, it seems to be.

It is obvious that in sensitive and se-
cret matters of this kind, with human
lives involved in some aspects of intelli-
gence operations, there is every reason
to confine critical information to as few
ears as possible.

While it is perhaps true that decisions
made by these agencies do have some ul-
timate bearing on foreign policy, it is
also a fact that almost every bill which
comes before Congress has ramifications
beyond the scope of the particular com-
mittee to which it is referred. There is
certainly a great deal of correlation in
these matters.

I do not think that the present in-

stance is significantly different. If joint .

jurisdietion and oversight shiould be ac-
corded both the Armed Services and For-
eign Relations Committees, then there is
no reason why joint jurisdiction should
not be accorded committees on any of
the many bills which affect more than
one legislative area.

As I'understand it, the members of the
Armed Services Committee who oversee
operations of the CIA and other similar
agencies have been quite cooperative in
providing information to the Foreign Re-
lations Committee on such subjects as
the intelligence estimates for various
countries, without divulging aspects of
their operations.

The reasoning behind the proposal is,
in my opinion, rather tenuous; and the
justifications for maintaining the present
methods of oversight and supervision are
strong. There is much to be said for
keeping the apparatus of supervision
small and select, and I urge that my
colleagues vote accordingly. I intend to
vote to support the present, quite work-
able methods.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthere fur-
ther morning business? If not, morning
business is closed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT.: The clerk
will call the roll.

The legislative tlerk proceeded to call
the roll, ‘

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
Jection, it 1s so ordered:

PROPOSED COMMITTEE ON INTEXL-
LIGENCE OPERATIONS

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I
report to the Senate a resolufion creating
a Committee on Intelligence Operations
approved by the Committee on Foreign
Relations by a vote of 14 to § on May 17,
1966. On June 27, I sent to all Members
of the Senafe a copy of this resolution
and report for their information. X did
so in anticipation of the subject being
taken up under the circumnstances as
they have developed this morning.

Therefore, I report the resolution to
the Senate and ask that the clerk read
it for the information of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be stated for the information of
the Senate.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That there-1a hereby created, of-
feclive at the beginning of the Ninetieth
Congress, a committee to be known as the
Committee on Intelligence Operations to
consist of nine Senators, of whom three shall
be appointed by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations frora among the
members of that committee, three shall he
appointed by the chalirman of the Commit-
tee on Armed BServices from among the
members of that committee, and three shall
be appointed by the chairman of the Com-
mittce on Foreign Relations from among the
members of that committee. No more than
two of the members appointed from each
such standing committee shall he from the
same politicel party. The chairman of the
cominittee shall be elected by the members.

See. 2. It shall be the duty of the Commit-
tee on Intelligence Operations to keep itself
fully and currently informed of the activities
of the Central Intelligence Agsncy, the De-
fense Intelligence Agency, the Bureau of
Intelligence and Research of the Department
of Siate, and other agencies of the Govein-
men: insofar as the activities of such agencies
relate to foreign Intelligence or counter-
intelligence, The committee’s duties shall
include, but not be limited to, review of in-
telligence and counterintelligence activities
and legislative oversight of the coordination
of such activities among the varlous agencies
concerned. :

Sec. 3. The committee, or any duly author-
ized subcommittee thereof, 15 authorized to
sit and act at such places and times during
the sesslons, recesses, and adjourned periods
of the Senate, to hold such hearings, t6 re-
quire by subpena or otherwise the attendance
of such witnesses and the production of suich
books, papers, and documents, to administer
such oaths, and to take such testimony as 1t
deems advisable.

Sec. 4. A ma]jorlty of the members of the
committee, or any subcommitiee thereof,
shall constitute a quorum for the transac-
tion of business, except that a lesser number,
to be fixed by the committee, shall constitute
a quorum for the purpose of taking sworn
testimony.

Sec. 5. The committee 1s authorized to-

utillze the services, information, facllities,
and personnel of the various departments
and agencles of the Government.

Sgc. 6. The committee shall take special
care to safeguard information affecting the
national securlty.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator yileld to me without losing
the floor?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, not-
withstanding rule XXVI, I ask unani-
mous consent that it now be in order to
proceed to the consideration of the reso-
lution just reported, on the investigation

July=14,.1966

of the CIA, for the limited purpose of
determining any procedural problems re-
lating thereto.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ab-
jection? |

Mr. "ULBRIGHT. Mr, President, re-
serving the right to object, the resolution
Is not to “investigate” the CIA; it is to
sreate & committee. The original Mec-
Carthy resolution was to investizate the
CIA. This resolution was reported in
place of that one.

Mr. MANSFIELD, My, President, I
ask-unanimous consent that the change
be inserted in the request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, 1t is so ordered. }

Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Montana? Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr, FuL-
BRIGHT is recognized.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, 1
wish te addressa few remarks to the sub-
stance of, the necessity for, and the
justification for the resolution which has
Just been stated. It is reported in place
of the original resolution proposed in
January by the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. McCARTHY].

Mr. President, the resolution which I
bring “before the Senate this morning
would authorize the creation of a Select
Committee on Intelligence Operations.
Yt would consist of a total of nine mem-
bers, three each from the Committees
on Appropriations, Armed Services, and
TForeign Relations. Its mandate would
be “to keep itself fully and currrently
informed of the activities of the Central
Intellicence Agency, the Defense Intelli-
gence Agency, the Bureau of Intelligence
and Research of the Department of
$State, and other agencies of the Govern-
ment insofar as the activities of such
ageneles relate to foreign intelligence or
counterintelligence.”

Our sponsorship of this resolution pro-
ceeds from the belief that the CIA plays
a major role in the foreign policy de-
cisionmaking process and that by its
activities it is capable of exerting—and
has exerted—a very substantial influence
on our relations with other nations. The
resolution which we bring before you is
an assertion of the duty of the Foreign
Relaticns Committee to be aware of all
the developments and activities of our
Government as they relate to foreign
affairs.

When the CIA was created, the extent
and nature of its present role could not
be foreseen. From a modest beginning
in an entirely different context of world
politics, the operations of the CIA have
grown today to exceed the Department
of State in both number of personnel and
budget. The CIA is an efficient organi-
zation and I eompliment it because in
many countries its representatives stay
longer and in many ways are better pre-
pared---certainly they are better fi-
nanced and, in many cases, have more
influence—than our ambassadors.

The CIA has certain unique character-
istics which set it apart from other in-
stitutions involved in the foreign policy
process of the Government. These char-
acterisuics give the Agency unusual ad-
vantagss and influence and suggest the
desirability of the PForeign Relations
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Cominittee being more aware of its
activities.

As is natural with any organization—
particularly one staffed by intelligent
and dedicated individuals——the CIA be-

comes a factor in the decisionmaking.

process as an advocate for its own rec-
ommendations. Its ability to provide the
facts on which decisions are made gives

- it a great advantage over the Depart-

ment of State in this respect. The
Agency is not under the same compul-
sion to subject its data or analyses to the
bureaucratic clearance procedures which

affect and often retard the efficiency and

imagination of the Department of State.
Insofar as the collection of basic intel-
‘ligence data is concerned, this immunity
is proper. ‘The desirability of scrutiny
becomes more obvious in the case of con~
clusions which the Agency draws from
its own data—conclusions which may be
virtually unchallengeable given the
Agency’s freedom in its choice and pres-
entation of supporting evidence.

There are certain other advantages,
seldom mentioned, which the CIA enjoys.
It is not required to expend any signifi-
cant portion of its energy in dealings
with either the public at large or the
Congress. It is not expected, for exam-
ple, to play host and guide to visiting
Members of Congress, and we do not
refer to it a regular flow of constituent
mail and problems. Furthermore, its
officers are relatively free from the social
and ceremonial requirements which so
greatly distract their State Department
counterparts. .

These aspects of the CIA’s nature and

“functions were well stated in the recent

series of very thorough articles on the
CIA appearing in the New York Times,
One passage reads:

It 1s the CIA, unlike the Defense Depart-
ment with its service rivalries, budget con-
cerns and political involvements, and unlike
the State Department with its international
diplomatic responsibilities and its vulner-
ability to criticism, that is freest of all agen-
cies to advocate its projeécts and press home
its views; the CIA can promige action, 1f not
success.

And both the Agency and those who must
pass upon its plans are shlelded by security
from the outside oversight and review under
which virtually all other officials operate, at
home and abroad.t

And in another of the articles, the
Times pointed out:

Nevertheless, the CIA enjoys an inherent
advantage in any conflict with the State or
Deferise Departments because of ifs unde-
niable expertise—especially in economics and
science—and because 1t is free from such po-
litical entanglements as trylng to bulld up a
missile budget (as in the case of the Air
Force) or of having to justify the recognition
of a foreign leader (as in the case of State).?

In urging the creation.of a select com-
mittee or a Committee on Intelligence
Operations, I am not suggesting that the
Congress can or should assume control
of the CIA or the other intelligence
gathering activities of our Government.
This is clearly a function of executive re-
sponsibility directly related to the con-

1 The New York Times, Monday, Apr. 25,
1966.
2The New York Times, Thursday, Apr. 28,

, 1966.

\\‘
N

duct of our foreign relations and the
maintenance of national security.

It has been asserted that the CIA func-
tions under the National Security Coun-
cil and initiates no aetivity which has not
been ordered by the NSC. This seeks to
imply close, continuous supervision by an
organized mechanism. In this connec-
tion, I noted with great interest a recent
report that the National Security Council
met on May 9 of this year, for the first
time since July 1965. Furthermore, the
formal NSC machinery in existence in
earlier years has atrophied to the point
of nonexistence.

It seems to me, therefore, that if there
is a chance that the executive branch
may not adequately assure the proper
relation of the CIA to overall national
interests—particularly those in the field
of foreign policy—it 1s imperative that
the Senate know enough about the CIA’s
activities to be able to offer its own sug-
gestions in this respect. As my distin-
guished colleague, the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. McCartayl, has sald,
this is “not a question of passing judg-
ment on any activities, but of proper
procedures of the Government of the
United States * * * it is a concern for
the proper function of government, for
the maintenance of proper relationships,
and it is a desire to provide procedures
by which the Senate, in this case through
the Committee on Foreign Relations, can
exercise its basic constitutional responsi-
bility.”—Senator EUGENE J. McCARTHY,
CoONGRESSIONAL REgcorp, May 16, 1966,
page 10132.

The general public and congressional
concern and unceriainty over the na-
ture of the CIA’s role in forelgn affairs
have found expression over the years in
some different 200 resolutions which have
come before the Senate on this subject.
Of these, the proposal before us today is
probably the most moderate. I believe
that its adoption wauld contribute to the
quieting of criticism, the allaying of pub-
lic fears, and the restoring of cohfidence
in the Agency.

The Senate has in the past created
new mechanisms to meet new responsi-
bilities. This precedent is at least as
compelling in the situation before us to-
day as that which vests legislative over-
sight in the committee which reports
creating legislation. In instances where
there are legitimate questions of juris-
diction and clearly intertwined responsi-
bilities, I believe the Senate is far better
served by the creation of a speclally tal-
lored select committee. As my respected
colleague from Georgia has already ac-
knowledged:

The Central Intelligence Agency occupiles
a very peculiar position in our scheme of
things.*

I believe that it is time for the Senate
to take formal actlon which recognizes
the true and evolved nature of this “pec-
uliar institution.”

Mr. FULBRIGHT. While I recognize
the limitations of institutional forms of
control, I believe that the creation of the
select committee called for In this resolu-
tion will strengthen our position in deal-

tSenator RIicHARD B. RUSSELL, CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, May 16, 1966, p. 10124.
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ing with executive branch ficials who
must ultimately exercise 'lie control
which is so essential if w:: are to be
assured that our most honor:kle national
principles and aspirations e not sacri-
ficed to the immediate rec :irements of
intelligence operations.

Another advantage whict would result
from the creation of a Sele : Committee
on Intellicence Operations vould be a
more efficient coordination « f -he various
intelligence activities of the 3avernment.
This aspect of the resoluiicn has not
received the attention whic 1 I believe it
deserves. The overlappin- and con-
fusion of activities among :I:e CIA, the
Bureau of Intelligence an¢ Iesearch of
the State Department, the Icfense In-
telligence Agency, and -~he National
Security Agency are a matte:s »f common
knowledge to those in th- ‘ntelligence
fleld. Last year's lament. 2ie Camelot
affair, resulting from an ill- advised proj-
ect of the Department of Jefense, was
an excellent example of th s :ituation.

The size of our overal intelligence
effort is difficult to establiiti. However,
an idea of its extent can be gained from
the New York Times' estiante that its
annual cost exceeds $3 billion a year.
According to the same source, this
amount is more than si. iimes that
specifically allotted to the CIA, The
Times estimated that the National Secu-
rity Agency alone spends ai-out $1 billion
of this total figure.

There is little doukt in 7y mind that
a careful study of the enti - intelligence
community would result i3 & more effi-
cient distribution of func ivns and, in
turn, a reduction in iis size and expense.

Finally, Mr. President, : believe that
the failure of the Senate to take this
small step in formal recc:cition of its
duty to exercise a more ¢oraprehensive
oversight of U.S! intelligence activities
will evidence an abdicatio - -+f our clear
duty in an area where th: activities of
the executive branch can s;:eil the differ-
ence between national honor and na-
tional discredit or, conceivably, between
war and peace.

Mr. President, as cha':kian of the
Committee on Foreign Reiations, I be-
lieve that with the resp:wbsibility, for
good or bad that this comrmittee has, it
is entitled to access to the :i1d of infor-
mation which would be &vsilable from
the CIA.

Mr. RUSSELL of Ceorgi: Mr. Presi-
dent, at this moment I sh:1} not digress
to discuss the merits of ti = proposal as
was done by the distinguis d chairman
of the Committee on Fore 31 Relations,
because I wish to raise a pr::eedural ques-
tion, based, Mr. President. on rule XXV,
of the Standing Rules of ilie Senate.

This has been a most ~rtraordinary
procedure since its very i1 ception. For
example, Mr. President, tnis resolution
has not been introduced. it did not fol-
low the ordinary course «7 a Senator’s
sending it to the desk Icr appropriate
reférence; if that had b =1 done, the
resolution would not have odeen referred
to the Committee on For: g1 Relations.
It would have been raferr: * 7o the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. .3ut we have
it here before us now, w der this very

ynusual legal, though - x-racrdinary,
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procedure of having a committee meet
and write within itself a self-serving res-
olution that affects other committees of
the Senate, without the rules of the Sen-
ate governing reference of legislation
having been applied.

I raise a point of order, Mr. President,
that before this resolution goes to the
calendar, it must be referred to the Sen-
ate Committee on Armed Services.

Under paragraph (p) (1) (A) of section
1 of rule XXV matters pertaining to the
Payment of money out of the contingent
fund of the Senate or creating a charge
upon the same are referred to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the .

Senator yield? I missed the citation of
the rule.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Paragraph
(p) (1) (A) of section 1 of rule XXV pre-
scribing the jurisdiction of the Commit-
tee on Rules and Administration.

'The provision then continues:
except that any resolution relating to sub-
stantive matter within the jurisdiction of
any other standing committee of the Senatsa
shall be first referred to such committee,

Mr. President, this resolution, as origi-
nally Introduced, provided, as the Sen-
ator has stated, for an investigation by
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and
for the appropriation of $150,000 for the
purpose of providing a staff and the
facilities for conducting that Investiga-
tion. Of course, such provisions immed-
iately placed it within the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Rules. So that part
of the resolution was rewritten. It was
redrafted as a Senate resolution creating
a committee.

The distinguished Senator from Ar-
kansas has referred to the fact that this
is a select committee. It is only ealled
a select committee in his statement to
the Senate. It does not anywhere else
appear so in the proceedings.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator is
correct.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. It is not
a select committee. Despite the fact that
the Senator has called it that, it is a
standing committee of the Senate that
would be created. The resolution reads:
“is hereby created a committee to be
known as the Committee on Intelligence
Operations.” This is not a select com-
mittee in the ordinary sense of the word.
It is a standing committee of the Senate
of the United States that is proposed to
be created, without reference to the Com-
mittee on. Rules—which usually handles
the creation of standing committees—
or to the Committee on Armed Services—
whose jurisdiction it invades in 2 number
of instances.

I wish to point out further, Mr. Presi-
dent, that this is proposed to be done
without hearing a single witness by the
committee, in this self-serving, self-seek-
ing resolution. It is presented here in
this novel fashion to change the proce-
dures of the Senate as they have existed
since its creation, without a single wit-
ness appearing before the Committee on
Foreign Relations, so far as I am advised,
to support the resolution.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. We had the Direc~
tor of the Central Intelligence Agency on
two 'Gteastons ‘beforfé the "committee.

His testimony, which was restricted to
the very superficial aspects of their ac-
tivity, was the most persuasive witness
with respect to the necessity of this reso-
lution. Ido not know of any further wit~
ness. Ineffect, this resolution is the out-
growth of the failure of the committec to
receive what it believed to be significant
intelligence from the Direclor of the CIA.

Mr. RUSSELL of Gecrgia. Iintend to
discuss that. But when the distingulshed
Senator from Arizona, who is the chair-~
msean of the Senate Committee on Appro-
priations, wrote a letter to the members
of that committee, pointing out that the
Foreign Relations Commiirtee was pro-
posing to create a Subcommittee on Ap-
propriations to deal with the appropria-
tions for the Central Intelligence Agency
and all of the other agencies that are
listed in the resolution, the Committee
on Foreign Relations, to avoid that criti-
cism, changed the resolution again, and
struck out the esserted authority to deal
with the appropriations and budgetary
affairs of all these various investigative
and intelligence agencies.

1 use that illustration to show the un-
usual length to which the committee
went in seeking to avoid the normal pro-
cecdures of the Senate, in reporting the
resolution without its having been intro-
duced and without having been intro-
duced at any hearings except that the
distinguished chairman of the committee
may have bzen dissatisfied with the re-
fusal of the Director of the Central Intel-
lizence Agency to divulge his methods
and sources of obtaining information
when he appeared before the committee.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 1 yleld.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not wish to
impose on the Senator’s time, but he has
said that the Central Intelligence Agency
occupies a very peculiar position. I do
not think it is fair to say that the For-
eign Relations Committee is trying to be
self-seeking, self-serving, or trying to
monopolize anything when it seeks par-
ticipation. It is not trying to take this
OVer.

All the resolution provides is that the
Foreign Relations Committee be allowed
to be a part. It does not seem to me to
be o very extreme move. We are not try-~
inz to oust anybody from jurisdiction.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Why does
not the Senator from Arkansas introduce
a resolution from the floor for appropri-
ate reference? Why does he bring it in
fromn the committee in this form?

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator has
said it is a very peculiar situation.

In consultation with the Parliamentar-
ian about the point of order the Sensator
is about to make, the Parliamentarian
said the Senate has no precedent for this
kind of situation.

Actually, there 1s no precedent in the
history of the Senate that I know of,
for dealing with a body like the Central
Intelligence Agency. This is a most
peculiar agency, as the Senator said.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I decline to
yield further.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Very well; but the
Senator himself has said that.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I do not
deny it at all. It is a peculiar agency.
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Mr. FULBRIGHT. The formal super-
visiori which we are seeking has never
been acted orni. The Senate has never
taken any specific action with regard to
one of the largest agencies, one of the
most expensive agencies in the entire
Government. It Is all done very infor-
mally. I think that is very unusual.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I challenge
the Sanator from Arkansas to bring forth
a single other prececent since the Senate
was first created in 1789 where a commit-
tee brought forward a resolution to cre-
ate a new committee of which it would be
a parb that was not referred to the Com-
mittez on Rules and Administration or
to another appropriate committee.

If this is not a case which is self-
serving, I do not know what self-serving
means.

This proposal is presented in an un-
usual and unprecedented fashion. I re-
alize we are living in a new day; but I
know of no other instance in which a
comniittee has been created on which
the mwembers were selected by the chair-
man of a standing committee.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I yield for
a queation.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Is it not true
that the committee is reporting a resolu-
tion of which it does not have jurisdic-
tion?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. That is
true. They avoided jurisdiction by re-
portirg it out and not introducing it for
reference to the aprropriate committee.

The proposal departs from the general
practice of having the chair appoint the

- membership of a cornmittee or having it

done by a caucus of the two parties and
ratified by the Senate. I have never
heard of another instance like this and
I do not believe that the Senator from
Arkarisas has. .

Mr. FULBRIGHT. That is what the
Senator does now with the committee
that functions in connection with the
CIA, and this committee is following his
precedent. ’

The: chalrman of the Committee on
Armed Services designates members
witho it the authority of the Senate, and
the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations designates members—also
without authority from the Senate. That
ts the way they presently operate. This
is a peculiar situation of which there is
no precedent.

The committee is asking the Senate,
in its wisdom, to make up its mind
whether it wants a committee such as
this to be formal or not. That is all that
it is asking. It is not asking to oust
anybody.

This procedure is the procedure that
is now being followed. The present in-
formal committee, with no formal recog-
nition, is selected by the respective chair-
men.

Mr. RUSSELL cof Georgia. I am ut-
terly surprised that the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. FouiericuTrl, who has
graced this Senate for so many years,
does a0t know the difference between
a subcommittee and a committee. The
Senator is talking about the subcommit-
tee of the Committee on Armed Services
that now has resnonsibility for the
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Cexttial’ Intelhgence Agency, but he Is
proposing to create a standing commit-
tee, not a subcommittee, and he proposes
to do it by having the selections made
by the members of three other standing
committees of the Senate.

I know of no instance where that has
been done. Of course, a subcommittee
can be extinguished at the end of a ses-
sion of the Senate-—it Is extinguished—
unless it is renewed by the full commit-
tee. This resolution proposes what would
be a permanent committee,

Mr. PASTORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yleld?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I yield to
the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. PASTORE. Is the Senator from
Georgia saying that if the resolution
now before us and reported by the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations in its pres-
ent form had been sponsored from the
floor, the resolution would have been re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. It would"

have been referred either to the Commit-
tee on Rules and Administration or to
the Committee on Armed Services.

Mr. PASTORE, Mr. President, may
we have a parliamentary ruling?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I am con-
fident it would have gone to one of those
two committees. In my judgment, it
would have been referred to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

Mr. PASTORE. May we ask for an
official ruling?

At the same time, in connection with
that, may I ask if the resolution which
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Mc-
CarTHY] introduced was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. That was
because he asked to have the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations conduct the in-
vestigation. He spelled that out in the
resolution. He was not letting anyone
else in on that.

Mr. President, there are some other
unusual features about this.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield? /

Mr. FULBRIGHT. As to selection, I
would be disposed to accept an amend-
ment to have the members selected in
the same way as any other committee.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I am not
taking an unusual privilege. It should
be the same as any other committee.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. This is not essen-
tial to the resolution at all, If the Sena-
tor wishes to have members selected in
the other fashion, it is perfectly all right
with me, and I am sure that it is with
the other members of the committee.

The simple proposition is whether or
not the Senate, in its wisdom, wishes to
take action on a matter of this kind or
continue this vague situation.

There have been 200 resolutions show-
Ing discontent about it.

Mr, RUSSELL of Georgia. That would
be revision 10 or 12 in the effort to get
this resolution approved in some form.
It has been rewritten, rewritten, and re-
written to avold the jurisdiction of the
appropriate committee, or. committees,
which should handle it.

Let me point out another novel thing.
On every other standing committee of

the Senate, the chairman 1is selected by
the Senate. What does this resolution
provide? It provides that the chairman
be elected by members of the standing
committee.

It deviates from the practice that has
obtained since the inception of the Sen-
ate. 'The Senate has elected the chair-
men of committees. Here it is proposed
that this is a special case, that owing to
the peculiar nature of this agency, we
should let the new committee take away
jurisdiction from the Senate itself to
elect the chairman.. That is & most un-
usual provision. It is one that the Com-
mittee on Rules should examine after the
Committee on Armed Services has ex-
amined info the functions of the sub-
committee.

Now, Mr. President, as I say, this
resolution has been rewritten and re-
written and rewritten time and again in
an effort to avoid the ordinary parlia-
mentary processes of this body. Under
rule XXV, there is no doubt in my mind
that this resolution should be considered
by the Armed Services Committee. I do
not know what the Parliamentarian
would say, but I do know what the rules
provide.

I am therefore glad to submit this
parliamentary inquiry. If this resolu-
tion were introduced for appropriate ref-
erence, to what committee would this
resolution be referred?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
wishes to ask the Senator from Georgia,
is he referring now te the resolution as it
was reported——

Mr. RUSSELL of Geprgia. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT (continuing).
By the clerk from the Committee on For-
eign Relations?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Yes.'

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under a cur-
sory examination of this resolution,
there is a feeling on the part of the Chair
that in light of the——

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I ask the
Chair if he would examine into the reso-
lution as to the agencies covered, the

Central Intelligence Agency, the Defense

Intelligence Agency, and the others
which are involved, and the jurisdiction
that is now fixed, before he makes a
ruling.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senhator
is posing a hypothetical ease. I want to
make that clear at this point, because
the resolution before the Senate comes
from the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.
© Mr. RUSSELL: of Georgla.
correct.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
poses the guestion, if this resolution had
been introduced from the floor of the
Senate, and asked for appropriate re-
ferral, where would it have gone to? On
8 cursory examination, it appears to deal
with matters of national security, which
is the subject matter covered by the Com-
mittee on Armed Services and that is the
committee to which the resolution would
be referred.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Georgla vield at that
point?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I would
not wish to yleld right now, although
I am glad to—— :

That is

“duce them from the floor.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. °‘This ruling
does not relate to the prop: -i.on that is
presently before the Senat:-.

Mr. RUSSELL of ueorg 1 I under-
stand that. Iam notcomp! iving. Iam
not saying this is an illeg sl procedure.
I say 1t is an extracrdina-y procedure
that 1s resorted to only for special pur-
poses by committees when ti:ev write bills
within the committee and ‘¢ not intro-
"hat is the
objection I am making. 1 .zy, for that
reason, that a point of orc 1 should be
sustained by the Chair, an:: +his resolu-
tion should not go to the =zlendar but
should be referred to the ( ninmittee on
Armed Services, so that we ~-ould at least
have an opportunity to ha e some kind
of hearing from the agenci s affected as
to what effect they think ::1: resolution
might have upon them anc their opera-
tions.

Mr. President, I want t:: clear up a
misconception which has a.isen here,
particularly in the disting:ished news-
paper published in New Yok which the
Senator quoted with auth« rity about a
dozen times in the course o1 his remarks,
as to what legislative oversirht means.

That particular paper s =113 to have
the idea that legislative oversight means
that a legislative commit'~ which is
oversighting has some con tl over the
administration of that age:ey.

That is not true. Noth n: could be
further from the facts. Al taat we can
do by oversighting i1s to ke ourselves
informed as to what an age 1y is doing,
with the exception of the ¢ sinmittee on
Appropriations. I want t: make that
exception. They have the cwer of the
purse. If they feel dispo:-d, they can
reduce the appropriation. :3ut the ofther
standing committees, whi: they are
exercising legislative oversight, cannot
control the operations of i.:¢

I would say, Mr. Presid: 1, that the
most illuminating exampl. of that of
which I have any knowled; ¢ is the fact

that the Committee or Fore m: Relatlons
has legislative oversizht ¢.er the De-
partment of State.

Anyone who has read th- newspapers
for the last 8 months know:. ii:st how far
the Foreign Relations Co-mnittee has
missed in controlling or dirc-ting the ac-
tivities of the Department o State. That
shows just how much th s legislative
oversight function gives : committee
control over an agency. A! that it does
is to enable committces t¢ keep them-
selves informed about what an agency is
doing and undertake to m asure.up to
our legislative responsibili ies in that
light.

The state Department its. if has an in-
telligence operation apart f:on the CIA.
Each of the military dep:s:tnents has
intelligence activities. The 3¥A is some-
what of a coordinating ir :titution for
other intelligence gatherers.

Mr. President, T want to av also that
the Foreign Relations Cormrittee has
available to it practically ali .he informa-
tion which is available to th: sibcommit-
tee on the CIA of the Senat: <Jommittee
on Armed Services, with one¢ r two minor
exceptions.

The Senate Foreign Rel:tions Com-
mittee can gef t any mtelhgr e estimate
that has been arrived at in 1.s Govern-
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ment on a particular situation in any
country that bears upon our interna-
tional relations.

One of the incidents that gave rise to
this matter was when the Director of the
Central Intelligence Agency declined to
testify as to his sources of information
and his methods of acquiring Informa-
tion. That matter is so sensitive, Mr.
President, that only In the most extraor-
dinary circumstances has the Armed
Services Subcommittee, as careful as it
has been, gone into the sources of in-
formation and the methods which the
CIA has used in gathering information.

Why, Mr. President, if there were evi-
dence of the slightest disclosure of the
sources of information to the CIA from
any source, if the report got out tomor-
row—and I use this purely as a hypo-
thetical illustration—that the Secretary
of the Soviet Legation in Tasmania was
revealing information to the CIA, our in-
telligence. sources throughout the world
would dry up. It would frighten them
all to death. We could not get one iota
of information. The act creating the
CIA particularly charged that the Di-
rector of that agency protect and main-
tain the highest classification of secrecy
on the methods and sources of his in-
formation. That is properly so. If he
does not do this, the CIA is not worth
a plugeged nickel so far as getting any
clandestine information is concerned,
because the slightest indication that a
source of information is likely to be re-
vealed would discourage the flow of in~
formation Immediately and instantly.

Mr. President, at times an effort is
made by committees to exercise an in-
fluence over executive agencies by the
process of publicity. They publicize cer-
tain things. They leak information to
the press in an effort to build up public
sentiment, to control the editorial policy
of great newspapers, thereby to in-
fluence national policy. I am not going
to debate the merits of such tactics in
ordinary circumstances, but I am going
to say that they do not work where the
CIA is concerned. The first time such
methods were tried, we will have de-
stroyed the usefulness of the CIA and we
might as well abolish it.

The distinguished chairman of the
Yoreign Relations Committee can call
the Director of the CIA before his com-
mittee any time he wished and he can
get from him any information available
to the Commitiee on Armed Services ex-
cept as to sources and methods, and as
to budgetary matters and how much
money 1s spent for certain things.

Let me emphasize that when I refer
to all these cloak and dagger operations,
that they constitute a very small part of
the total operations. They are vital. We
must have them. Much of the rest
might be of little value without those
operations. However, the relative cost
of the secret operations is not large.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I yield for
a question.

Mr. MORSE. I have listened with
great interest to the remarks of the
Senator. When he says that the For-

eign Relations Committee can get what-

i o

ever information it seeks on intelligence
mstters from the CIA except infor-
mstion with respect to sources and
methods used in connection with the col-
lection of that information and the
expenditure of money, iz the Armed
Services Commitee able to get that in-
formation?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. We can get
information as to sources and methods,
but I want to be very frank with the
Senator. I do not want the information
except in the very rarest of cases. And
the other members of the committee do
not want that information except in-.unu-
sual circumstances.

1 want to say further that I do not
think it is wise for the legislative branch
of the Government to know all the
sources from which the CIA gets its in-
formation. We should be interested in
the validity of it and the importance to
be attached to it. All of that is weighed
in what they call the intelligence com-
munity, which consists of representatives
of several sgencies and departments of
the executive branch.

Mr. MORSE. Will the Senator yield
for one additional question to seek
information?

Mr, RUSSELL of Georgia. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. Isitthe argument of the
Senator from Georgia that if this select
committee———

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. It is not
a select committee, It s a standing
committee,

Mr. MORSE. Isltthe argument of the
Senator from Georgia that Iif the Sub-
committee of the Armed Services, in con-
nection with recelving the CIA report,
had added to it three members of the
Fereign Relations Comrnittee, which
would be bound by the procedures of the
committee in regard to the CIA, thatf that
would Increase the danger that infor-
mation as to the sources and the meth-
ods of collection and financing would be
made public?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgla. Without
the least intention of giving offense to the
Senator or to his committee, I want to
say that every time we add one person
from any committee to the subcommit-
tee, we increase the chances that there
will be some leak.

Mr. MORSE. But there would be no
danger if it were limited to Members of
the U.S. Senate who are members of the
Armed Services Committee.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. No. There
1s also a subcommittee of the Committee
on Appropriations, and by a strange
coincidence of parliamentary life, the
membership of the two committees hap-
pen to contain some duplications. The
members of the Appropriations Commit-
tee, of course, have the last word because
they can cut off the means of existence
of the Central Inteliigence Agency or any
other agency.

Mr. MORSE. Does it not follow that
the Senator is arguing, when he makes
the statement in regard to the protec-
tion of the source and the method of
collecting and financing of the material
of the CIA, that there 1s no question
about its protection If the commitiee is
limited to its present members in the
avallability to such material, but that if

. ,
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three members of the Foreign Relations
Comniittee are added who will be bound
by the same rules as those by which the
Armed Services Committee is bound, we
woulc then run into some danger of dis-
closir g matters of secrecy?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have been here for some time.
I want to say that there is a great deal
of difference in the application that some
Senators give to their responsibilities for
maintaining matters that they get in
executive session and the application that
some other Senators give to such
responsibilities.

Sometimes I have seen classified mat-
ters, given In executive session, printed
in the newspapers hefore the committee
adjourned. .

Any Senator who has been here for
any time knows that there is a difference
between the approach of some Senators
to matters of classification and the ap-
proach of other Senators fo such mat-
ters.

I say that without any invidious com-
parison. It Is true on the Armed Serv-
ices Committee. It is true on every other
comrniittee, and it is true in the Senate as
a whole.

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Iyleld first
to the Senator from North Carolina. I
will have to stop yielding. I want to
comglete this argument.

Mr. ERVIN. My question is very sim-
ple. This does not reflect on any mem-
ber of any committee. However, is it not
a self-evident fact that every time an
additional person is given secret informa-
tion there is danger of it being disclosed?
The :nore people who know a secret, the
more apt it is to be disclosed, no matter
who those people are?

Mr. RUSSELL of Ceorgia. As I say,
if we increase the membership of the
comnittee by one, we increase the dan-
ger of material being disclosed. I do not
care who it is. It is a fact of life.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mi. RUSSELL of Georgia. I yield to
the distinguished Senator from Massa-
chusetts, the ranking minority member
on both committees.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iappreciate the
statement of the Senator. If we were
to add Foreign Eelations Committee
members to the subcommittee of the
Cominittees on Appropriations and Arm-
ed Services, why should we not add mem-
bers of the Committee on Government
Operations and members of other com-
mittees?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I think
there is some merit In the statement of
the Senator. However, I will not debate
all tre merits of it today.

I am taking the position that the Sen~
ate should not agree to this unusual par-
lamentary procedure under which a
comniittee sits in its own committee room
and writes a resolution concerning some-
think: that belongs in the jurisdiction of
some other committee. They then re-
port it here and seek to deny jurisdiction
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“w - ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT NAY3—28 - tlonal procedures. Instrun rts of accept-
v MANSFIELD 3 Alken Hartke Moss ance or approval shall be dt :¢iited with the -
* 11:‘[ L. : S: . i(M zh Eres;)d‘;ntéhI Boggs Javits Muskie Government of the United £-a.es of America
ask unanimous consent that whe € Burdick Kennedy, Mass, Pell not later than 15 July 196¢
Senate completes its business today 1t cage Kennedy, N.Y. Proxmire (3) This Protocol sihall bc 0sn for acces-
© stand In adjournment until 12 o’clock Church McCerthy . Willlams, N.J.  gion:
noon tomorrow; and, furthermore, I ask ¥one MeGovern Willlams, Del, (a) until 15 July 1966 by -4+ Government
. ) Fulbright Metcalf Yarborough frv listed i A
unanimous consent that after a ﬁ5& Gore Mondale Young, Ohio gf;e%%lzg‘;naﬁy fs thasl c?:ti x Bor c% r’(ojo af:ré:
inute morning hour the unfinished Grifin Monroney o ; n ac
g:lsintéess the a.ériclﬂ-ture appropriation Hart Morse 'wltht the conditlons specifie | in the Agree-
> : - ment or prescribed by the C -uvnecil before its
gillhl;le laid before the Senate and debate . NOGT Vnci>'):'ING—1slc o accession to the Agreement, .r
egun., nderson Tuerning O (b) as provided In parag..yh (4) of Ar-
The PRESIDING’ OFTICER With- Elaf}gk %/ﬁ"g:‘\gexd gn:tartkhnelli;sn ticle 35 of the Agreen;ent;.
out objection, it is so ordered. Doda Neloa P (4) Accession shall be eff :ted by the de-
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate posit of an instrument of ac “ession with the

‘ uestion. The yeas and So the point of order of the Senator Government of the United'S  il=s of America,
;x:;shia;jl tgfeg c??glerd and g;le clerk Irom Georgin [Mr. RUSSELL] was sus- (8) Any Government whi-r has not ac-

" 11 the roll M tained. cepted, approved or acceded i« this Protocol
will call the roll. by 15 July 1866 In =zccord: nve with para-
graph (2) or (3)(a) of thi: 2rticle may be

The legislative clerk proceeded to call

the roll. EXECUTIVE SESSION granted by the Councll s: extension of
Mr. NELSON (when his name was time for depositing its instri.mant of accept-
called). Mr. President, on this vote I _ MI. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I

ance, approval or acces=ion.
move that the Senate proceed to con- or
IICG?’E:;SG?) p?ﬁrwizlkﬁil:ss;?abo;fhﬁgl “I;I:IZ sider executive business, for the purpose En t:m;‘l zf ;m .

present and voting, he would vote Of considering Executive F—89th Con- 1) This Prot yl AU
“yea.” If I were at liberty to vote, I 5resS, 2d session—a protocol for the fur- arrfor)xg those Governments wish fave A
would vote “nay.” I withhold my vote, ther extension of the International y :

posited instruments of acee, -tence, approval
The rolleall was concluded. Wheat Agreement, 1962. or accession in accordance %:th Article 2 of

The motion was agreed to; and the ihis Protocol by 15 July 196( &s follows:
Mr. MANSFIELD (after having voted y y &3 WS
in the negative). Mr, President, on this Senate proceeded to the consideration of (a) on 16 July 1966, with . = pect to Part I

s | s iness. d Parts III to VII of the A .reement, and
vote I have a pair with the distinguished executive business (b) on 1 August 1966, wit ;aspect o Part
Senator from Florida [Mr. SMATHERS]. II of the Agreement, Prov..ied, that such
If he were present and voting he would

Governments and the Gov. :rments which
vote “yea.” If I were permitted to vote, PROTOCOL FOR THE FURTHER EX- have deposited notification: in accordarice

. < » I with- TENSION OF THE INTERNATIONAL with paragraph (3) of this A -ticle by 15 July
i:{gunlg gggg nay Theremre’ w WHEAT AGREEMENT, 1962 1966 are Governments whic : held not less
Mr. LONG of Louisiana. I announce Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Presi dent, T than two-thirds of the voi-s of exporting

countries and not less tha :wo-thirds of
that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. gsk unanimous consent that the Chair the votes of Importing cow ‘r es under the
Bass], and the Senator from Alaska [Mr. lay before the Senate Executive F, 80th Agreement on that date, or .ould have held

GRUENING] are absent on official business. Congress, 2d session. such votes If they had bee: jsarties to the
I also announce that the Senator from There being no objection, the Senate, Agreement on that date.

New Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON], the Sena- as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded anggg‘éﬁﬁg&«g hsiléfllllde:}; - }ntﬁn fg;csetlfgr

tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLARK], the to consider Executive F, 89th Congress, ¥ LS -

Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Doppl, 2d session, the protocol for the further DieRt of acceptance, appro' .l or accession

after 16 July 1966 on the & :t: of such de-
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr, Mc- extenslon of the International Wheat posts exceptythat the Protoc 1 shall not en-
GeEl, the Senator from Floride [Mr. Agreement, 1962, which was read the fer into force with respect t.: i‘art II of the

Smatners]; and the Senator from Ala~ second time. Agreement earlier than 1 Aw rust 1066.
bama [Mr. SpARKMAN] are necessarily Expcurive F—ProTocon FoR THE FURTHER (3) For the purposes of . m:ry into force
absent. EXTENSION OF THi INTERNATIONAL Waear Of this Protocol in accordanece with paragraph
s 1) of this Article, any signat. .- Government
Ifurther announce that, if present and  AGREEMENT, 1862 ‘ (()r)anfy vae:m‘;:n: e-‘;’) Sene o, :;’d: ient
voting, the Senator from Pennsylvania . Tl;e Governments signatory to this Pro- .o o with paragraph (8)‘a) of Article 2
[Mr. CrLARK], and the Senator from Alas- tocol, of this Protocol or any Go.

) srament whose
Considering that the International Wheat p )
E;a,[yM”r. GRUENING] would each vote Agreement, 1962 which was extended by application for accesslon he: Leen approved

by the Council on conditions «stablished un-
Protocol in 1965, expires on 31 July 1966, and o
My, KUCHIL. 1 eowounce that the  ‘Desiring to citend the Agreement, I se. o BUEROER, (5)(0) of A Lle 3 ot s
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScoTT] cordance with the recommendations of the Governmentyor t};le United 8 itss of Amerion
is absent because of illness, and if pres- International Wheat Council under para- i

4 not later than 16 July 196t containing an
ent and voting, would vote “yea.” graph (2) of Article 36 of the Agreement, for undertaking to seek accepta: . approval or -

The result was announced—yeas 61, af;;f,’;e;;gzm follows: : accession to this Protccol as repldly as pos-
nays 28, as follows: sible in accordance with it onstitutional
' ARTICLE 1 procedures. It is understood it at 8 Govern-
[No. 137 Leg.] Ezxlension of the International Wheat ment which gives such a 1 otification will
YEAS—61 Agrecment, 1962 brovisionally apply the Protc :o. and be pro-
Allott Hayden Neuberger The International Wheat Agreement, 1962 Visionally regarded as u pari; thereto for a
Bartlett Hickenlooper ~ Pastore as extended by the 1965 Protocol (hereinafter DPerlod to be determined by t -e Council.
Doy it o nd Xy called “the Agreement”) shall continue in _ (4) If by 15 July 1066 the conditions latd
Bible Hruska Randolph force between the pharties to this Protocol down in the preceding par: saphs of this
Brewster Inouye Ribicoff until 81 July 1967. Article for entry into force - I this Protocol
Byrd, Va. Jackson Rohertson ARTICLE 2 are not fulfilled, the Goverr m-nts of those
Byrd, W.Va., Jordan, N.C. Russell, 8.C. X countries which by that datc have accepted,
Cannon Jordan, Idaho Russell, Ga. Signature, acceptance, approval and approved or acceded in accorciitice with Arti-
Carlson Kuchel Saltonstall. acvession cle 2 of this Protocol may de-itle by mutual
Sooper fggscﬁo Simpson (1) This Protocol shall be open for slgna- consent that 1t shall enter 4110 force among
i Long. Tar Stennis ture In Washington from 4 April 1966 until them or they may take whate - other action
Dirksen Magriuson Symington and including 29 April 1866 by the Govern- they consider the situntion ot uires,
Dominick McClellan Talmadge ment parties to the Agreement, or which are ARTICLE 4
Douglas McIntyre Thurmond provisionally regarded as parties to the o
Eastland Miller Tower Agreement, on 4 Aprfi 1866. Final provisior -
Ellender Momtoya Tydings Dak. (2) This Pratocol shall be subject to ac- (1) For the purposes of t.s operation of
E;;I,?m M%’;,g? oung, . ceptance or approval by the signatory Gov- the Agreement and this Prqz«m}, any refer-
Harris Murphy ernments In accordance with their constitu- ence to countries the respecti > 3overnments
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July 14, 1966

_to the other committee as a result of thelr
procedure.

Mr. COTTON.
of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sen-
ator from Georgia yield for a point of
order?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I yleld.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I would
like it to be quiet so that we can all hear
this colloquy.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate
will be in order.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am doing my best to bring the
matter to a conclusion.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I yleld to
the distinguished Senator from Arkansas,
the chairman of the Forelgn Relations
Committee. I did not interrupt him in
the course of his remarks, but it is all
right.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The remark of the
Senator from Massachusetts seems to
leave the impression that we should pre-
vent action on the part of the Foreign
Relations Committee because it has no
concern with the subject matter.

I tried to make it clear that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations is charged by
the Senate and by the rules with respon-
sibility on foreign relations and is in a
very peculiar relationship to this activity.

The activity that we are interested in
is the foreign relations activity. Our in-
terest has nothing to do with the domes-
tic activities. If the CIA should seek to
intervene in a domestic matter, we would
not be interested. We have never asked
for that information. If they were par-
ticipating in an election on domestic
matters, that would be something beyond
our interest.

It is well known that this country is in
great difficulty and is involved in a most
dreadful and tragic war in which activity
this country is the least unified of any
country that I know of. If involves a
grave responsibility of the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

We think we ought to know what paré
the CIA plays In situations such as we
are involved in in Vietnam, and such as
we have been involved in in Guatemala,
in Iran, and in other parts of the world.
When they refute reports by reputable
organizations and reports written by
well-established journalists, we cannot
have the information that would prove or
disprove the refutation. But, when he
insinuates that the Foreign Relations
Committee has no more interest in this
than does any other committee, he is ab-
solutely wrong.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I do not
think he said any other committee; he
said the Government Operations Com-
mittee.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. We have a more
direct responsibility for foreign relations
than does the Armed Services Commit-
tee, to be frank about it. I do not know
why the Senator monopolizes the CIA.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgla. I am not
trying to muscle in on the Senators
committee. I am f{rying to keep the

No. 112—4

Mr. Presldent, a point

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Sensztor from muscling in ¢n my com-
mittze. That is what I am doing.

Myr. FULBRIGHT. There is nothing
in the legislation that gives the Armed
Services Committee exclusive jurisdic-
tion on this subject. This is a power
that his eominittee has assumed simply
because the National Security Act came
out of that commitiee.

M. RUSSELL of Georgia. Mr. Presl-

dent, I do not yield further, and I do not’

accept that statement, There is nothing
here that would justify the statement
that the Central Intelligenc Agency will
not, give the Foreign Relaticns Commit-
tee any information.

Mr. FULBRIGHT.
said.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgin. I do not
believe that 1s correct. It would be far
from the purposes of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. In my opinion, the
President of the United States was cor-
rect in not authorizing the CIA to give
details on the methods and sources of
obtaining information.

Mr. President, the sponsors of this
resolution emphasize that the CIA affects
foreign policy. But it seems to me that
affecting the subject is insufficlent, under
our practice, to confer legislative juris-
diction. If every committee that had
soms small degree of interest in a sub-
ject insisted upon the creation of special
committees like this to deal with it we
would have such a proliferation of com-
mittees around here that the Members of
the Senate could not possibly name them
all. They could not bear their names in
mind. If we are going to create a special
committee every time there is apparently
any overlapping or conflict of jurisdic~
tion. we would have such proliferation
that it would destroy the present and ex-
isting committee system of the Senate of
the United States.

I submit to the Senate, Mr. President,
that this point of order is valid, and that
the Committee on Armed Services, to
which this resolution would ordinarily
be referred if normal procedures were
followed, should have an apportunity to
consider this resolution before it goes to
the Senate calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the
Senator from Georgia please restate his
point of order?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgin. My point
of order is that under rule XXV, the pro-
vision of which I have read, the subsec-
tion of the rule dealing with the Com-
mitiee on Rules and Administration,
this resolution relates to & substantive
matter within the jurisdictlion of the
Comumittee on Armed Services, and there~
fore should be first referred to such com-
mittee, before it goes to the calendar.
That is the point of order I made.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr.
President, will the Senator yield? I
wish to ask a question.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgis. I yield.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Does
not the President of the United States
have sole jurisdiction over the operations
of the CIA and as to what information
it can disclose?

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgzia. He has

“Significant,” I

14935

complete control of it, through the £%g-
tional Security Council. ‘

The Senator from Arkansas referred
to the “act that there had been only one
full moeting of the National Security
Council for many months, but there are
constant meetings of subcommittees of
the National Security Council.

I do not believe the President has
failed so signally in his duty that he has
bypassed and neglected and disowned as
important an agency of the Governmen$
as the National Security Council.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I~
move that the Senate go into closed
session.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I second the motion.

(At 12 o’clock and 25 minutes p.m.,
the doors of the Chamber were closed.)

At tnae conclusion of the closed door

- sesslon, the doors were reopened at 4

o’clock and 5 minutes p.m., and the Sen-
ate was called to order by the Senator
from Eawail [Mr. INoUYE].

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, L
sugges; the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
elerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask urianimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
pbjection, it 1s so ordered.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,
would the Chair state the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
gquestion 1s on the point of order of the
Senator from Georgia, that under rule
XXV the original resolution reported by
the Committee on Foreign Relations
consists of subject matter predominately
under the jurisdiction of the Committee
on Armed Services and therefore is im-
properly before the Senate and must be
referred to that committee before it can
properly be placed on the Senate Calen-~
dar.

The yeas and nays have been ordered.

ORDER OI' BUSINESS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,
may I just bring this to the attention of
the Senate. Immediately following this
vote, there will be a vote on the Interna-
tional Wheat Agreement Treaty, which
was reported unanimously by the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and which
I understand is up against a time limita-
tion tomorrow.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, a parlia-
mentary inquiry. The vote “yea” sus-
tains the point of order; the vote “nay”
is to overrule the point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator is correct.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. 1 yield.

Mr. HOLLAND. When is it the inten-
tlon o the majority leader that the Sen-
ate again take up the agricultural appro-
priation bill?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Tomorrow.

Mr. HOLLAND. At what hour?

Mr, MANSFIELD. Twelve o'clock to-
morrow, Mr. President.
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come Democrati¢c whip in the next
Congress. This would make him
the No, 2 man on that side of the
Senate. He also Is a member of
the Foreign Affairs Committee,
which was briefed by key adminis-
tration officials.earlier this week.

TOUGH ON IKE

“The President should have
known about conditions in Hungary
in advance,” he said, “Insiead, we
all were caught by sutprise and
Mr, Eisenhower has had to play it
by ear.” i

e S
However, the Montana Democrat

endorsed most of the President’s ac-

8 since the revolt broke out.

He is right In depending upon
United Nations,” the senator
. “The UN as a matter of fact,
hffs done remarkably well. Out of
flase trials, it may finally achieve

7

s President’s Moves, Tho .

Mansfield Says CIA Kept
Ike Dark on Hungary

By JIM G. LUCAS Scripps-Howard Blaff Writer
‘Sen. Mike Mansfield (D., Mont.) said today there was.‘some .
uestion” whether the Central Intelligence Agency had kept Presi- -
ent” Eisenhower fully informed about developments in Hungary:

Sen. Mansfield Is slated to be|

the prestige and standing it should
have.

“From its inception, the United
Nations has had burdens thrust
upon it that the founders didn’t
contemplate. It was supposed to
have taken over after the peace had
been secured, and everybody knows
there has been no peace.”
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Sen. Mansfield, on the subject of’

recent events in Hurigary, said:

“Russia has lost In the eyes of
the world, but the Soviets have
kept their Iron Curtain, Ever since
the death of Stalin, there has been
a struggle for power inside the So-
viet Union. It now looks as if
Messrs. Bulganin and Khruschev
are being pushed aside by the old
Stalinists like Molotov.”

In Poland, he said, Wladyslaw
Gomulka, Communist Party boss.
has “gained a little breathing tir

|
|
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